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CHRONOLOGY OF “ THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24° Jls. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates i in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &ec., &c. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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Second Series. 
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CHRONOLOGY OF 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


“THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 








THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury and Lord Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. Artuur J. 
BALFOUR. 
Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 
Lord Chanceilor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
Secretaries of State—— 
Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G. 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS-DouGLAS, M.P. 
Colonial 2t. Hon. JoSEPH CHAMBERLAIN, M.P. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JoHN Broprick, M.P. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON, M.P. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Cuas. T. Rircaie, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFourR, M.P. 
Postmaster-General—— AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P 
Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFoUR OF BURLEIGH. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. WALTER H. Lona, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY, M.P. 
President of the Board of Education——The Most Noble the Marquess of LONDONDERRY. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 





NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury——S'r A. ACLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the edison, 7. HAYEs FIsHER, Esq., M.P. 
Secretary of the Board of Education——Sir WILLIAM ANSON, Bt., M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——HuGu O. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Esq., M.P. 

H. T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury——+ Hon. AILWYN FELLOWES, M.P. 

H. W. Forster, Esq., M.P. 

pierre — > T. Kerr, K.C.B. 

; = Tice-Admiral A. L. DOUGLAS. 
Rane gi tis Rainey | Rear-Admiral W. H. May, M.V.O._ 
— Capt. JouN DuRNFoRD, C.B., D.S.O. 

Civil Lord of the Admiralty——E. G. Preryman, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office—— Lord CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office--—Hon. T. H. CocHRANE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONsLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl Percy, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Ottice——Rt. Hon. Karl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——A. Bonar Law, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. GRANT Lawson, Esq.,M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office——Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. FIntay, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General—— Rt. Hon. E. Carson, K.C., M.P. 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Sir WM. WALROND, Bt., M.P. 
First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. Lord WINDSOR. 
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OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE 


Judge Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. Jeuns, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce. and 
Admiralty Division. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
Vice Chamberlain——Sir A. AcLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PemprokE AND Monrcomery, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PortLanp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MarLBorovGu. 
Comptroller of thé Household——Viscount VaLEnT1a, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——Vicror C. W. Cavenpisu, Esq., M,P. 
Master of the Buckhounds Right Hon. Lord CursHam. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard—Rt. Hon. Earl WaLpreGRAVE. 
/Rt. Hon. Earl of Kin rore, G.C.M.G. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of Densicu. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Cuurcuimt, K.C.V.O. 
Rt. Hon, Earl Howe. 
Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Bacor. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Surrireip, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 


SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——-Rt. Hon. Lord Batrovur oF BURLEIGH. 
Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. J. B. BaALrour. 
Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. GRAHAM Murray, K.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk——-Rt. Hon. Lord Kinssureu, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montross, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LEvEN aNnpD MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——Cuartrs Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 


IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant—-— Rt. Hon. Earl Capocan, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. GrorcE Wynpuam, M.P. 
Under Secretary——Rt. Hon. Sir Davip Harret, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President : Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKETT. 
Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. Atkrnson, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Gro. Wricut, Esq., K.C. 





Lords-in-Waiting—— 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 

Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of Mor.ey. 

Clerk of Parliaments——Henry J. L. Grauam, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. Tursicer, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwarp HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——-ALBERT GRAY, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Taxing Officer of Private Bill Costs—-—R. W. Monro, Esq. 

Clerk of Public Bills——A. Harrison, Esq. 

Senior Clerks—— 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. _ : 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J F. 

SKENE, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Le1cu, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Commie 2. F. Symons JEuNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks——W, H. Hamitron Gorpon, Esqy.; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. (Clerk attending 
the Table); Hon. A. McDonneLtL; A. H. Roptnson, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills) ; 
H. P. Sr. Joun, Esq.; V. M. Brppu.pa, Esq.: Hon. E. A. Stonor; H. J. F. BapEner, 
a ; C. Heapiam, Esq. ; J. B. Hornam, Esq. ; E. C. Vicors, Esq. ; and A. TENNysON, 

Sq. 

Accountant——G. Furxgs, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court; Assistant Copyist——Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. A. Worreti, C. E. Cuizuert, A. M. Stour, J. W. F. Locke, 
J. McMinzan, G. Bennett, G. T. Puirie. 

'ibvarian——S. ARTHUR StronG, Esq. 

Assisiant Librarian——<A. H. M. Bur uer, Esq. 

Attenaant——-Mr, W. WorFELL. 

Exaininers for Standing Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. Symons JEuNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
--—B. H. Fen, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod—-—Gen. Sir Michael A. S. Brppueu, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. BuTLER. ‘ 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLeetwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.0O., K.C.B. 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hann, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. Wiu1aMs, Esq. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers——Messrs. W. CuANpien, © Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants—— Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. SToOpP. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLacoTT, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. Baum. 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. ForsytH, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATES. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Kooms——Mr. W. CASBON. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. T. KENDRICK. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 

Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 











PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——Sir CoURTNEY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.I., C.LE. 

Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. GIBBons, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office——R. Dickisson, Esq. 
Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. ' 

Semor Cierks——F. St. GrorGE TUPPER, Esq tH. C. TowER, Esq.;C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq. ; G. C. GIFFARD, > ; Sir E. H. Doyle, Bart. v5Ae 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq. ; HORACE WEST, Esq. ; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, ~ ; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. ; 
Percy A. BuLL, Esq.; F. R. WILuiAMS WYNN, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq. ; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonn, Esq. 

Junior Clerks——H. C. Dawkins, Esq. ; A. F. B. WILuiams, Esq.; R. P. CoLomp, Esq. ; 
B. H. FELL, Esq. ; R. E. Cuipers, Esq. ; J. Scort PorTER, Esq. ; F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 
W. T. LEGGE, Esq. ;C. R. TURNER, Esq. ; W. K. Gippons, Esq. ; A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq. ; 
K. J. C. Moorsom, Esq. ; C. D. Ropertson, Esq. ; R. D. RApcLI¥FE, Esq, 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Sergeant——W. H. ERsKINE, Esq. 

Chaplain to the House——Rev. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOS LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. LocKTon, ~~ 

Referee of Private Billsa——ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. 

Examiners of Private Bills——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE Esq. 

Taxing Master--—C. W. CAmPIon, Esq. ; Clerk——B. H. FELL, Esq. 


Vote Office—— 
H. A. M. KILuick, Esq. 





Chief Cierk 
Assistant Clerks——PHILIP Smitu, Esq. ; H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger--—Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——TempLe FrAncks, Esq., B.C.L. ; 
Clerks in Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers——Messrs. 

_ A. FirmMin, W. HAGUE. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GuRNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Printers—— 

Journals——G. E. BrIscoE Eyre, Esq. 
Votes—--J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 

Postmaster——Mr. EDMUND W. Pre ; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Oftice Clerk in Committee Otfice——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. . 

Messengers——Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Doorkeepers——Mr. W. Witsun, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Office Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (lst Class)—-—Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcraFT, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. Hits, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. Spray, Mr. G. Tyr, Mr. R. 
Hossy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class) ——Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. p 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant——Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 4tTH NOVEMBER, 1202. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Water Provisional Order ma. —As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time tomorrow P 


Osborne Estate Bill—Ordered, “That the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills do examine the Osborne Estate Bill with respect to com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders relative to Private Bills. a Mr. Chameellor 
of the Exchequer.) mad ia ; 


PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION).—Petitions for abolition of restrictions : 


from Leek ; Whitby ; Langholm; Kirkconnel ; Thornlie Bank ; Haworth ; 


Felling ; Rishton, and Pickering ; to lie upon the Table 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiILL.—Petitions against: from Has- 
lingden ; and Orkney ; to lie upon the Table = at 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiILL.—Petitions for alteration: from 
Langholm ; Leek ; Kirkconnel ; Haworth ; ones Pickering ; and Whitby ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ‘ ; 


EpucATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petitions in¥favour: from Wor- 
cester ; West Ilsley; Wood Green ; Leassiciaiel ; and Warrington ; to 
lie upon the Table me nis ioe , as 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILu.—Petition from Dublin, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table ‘3 ine ee Das 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN TRADE.—Petitions for legislation : from Leek, 
Langholm ; Kirkconnel; Haworth; Felling; Rishton; Whitby; and 
Pickering ; to lie upon the table pre me ax ia as 


SaLE or INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY BiLu.—Petitions in favour: 
from Manchester ; and Park Road ; to lie upon the Table ... fs 


le 


~ 








x TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Now. 4.] 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Unions.—Copy presented, of Report by the Chief Labour Correspon- 
dent of the Board of Trade on Trade Unions in 1901, with Comparative 
Statistics for 1892-1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table + 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


IMPORTATION OF BASIC SLAG.—Question, Mr. Alexander Cross a: Cam- 
lachie) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ws jan 





LICENSING AcT, 1902—-PoLICE ASSISTANCE TO PUBLICANS. Seana Mr. 
Gretton (Derbyshire, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas oa Sth 


SALE OF OLD Brass Work FROM LONDON BripGE.—Question, Sir John 
Colomb (Great Yarmouth); Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes (Hunts., 
Ramsey)... . eee _ san ~_ ‘oi dain esi - 


NAVAL CONSTRUCTION—ARMOUR PLATE CONTRACTS.—Question, Mr. James 


Hope (Sheftield, Brightside) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... 


IRELAND—DEFAULTING TENANTS ON THE DILLON EsTATE.—Question, Sir 
John Colomb ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham = : 


ALL HALLows CuurcH, Ciry—-UNION OF BENEFICES ACT.—Question, Mr. 
H. C. Richards (Finsbury, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Lees Knowles - 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


SoutH ArricA—LoANs TO Borers.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Crom-- 
arty); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Joseyh” 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) = se ‘si ‘ 





ARMOUR FOR NEW CrUISERS.— Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The enacts to the 7 ail Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, W.) ; one . a 
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METROPOLITAN PoLice PEeRJuRY.—Question, Mr. Henry J. Wilson (York- 
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Department ‘(Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) one 
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President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


CaNADIAN Exports oF Pic IRON AND STEEL.—Question, Mr. ia ue, 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour. 56 


WorRKHOUSE NurRsING STAFFs.—Question, Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board _ Walter shane 
Bristol, ’S.) 


ScnooL BurLDING GRANTS.—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of the Board of Education desde William asaaaeae 
Oxford Univ ersity ) ‘ 
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LONDON WatTER BILL.—Questions, Mr. Sydney Buxion (Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar) and Mr. Lough ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour si me » 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 10 :— 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ... ae ole sen we 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 9, after the word ‘shall’ to insert the words ‘ without 
unnecessary delay.’”—(Dr. Macnamara.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) ... ines pia ca uw ae 
Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) ad awe a with “ 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 10, to leave out the words from the word ‘not’ to 
the end of the Clause.”—(Mr. McKenna.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words from the word ‘not ’ to the first word 
‘to,’ in line 12, stand part of the Clause.” 
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The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treaswry Pe ant . J. Balfour, 

Manchester, E.) ; ne ‘ion ae 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) ap on si a 

Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington) san sis yee -. 324 

Dr. Macnamara ... ae ag ae os a ae 

Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) sas ree fe + 24 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar)... ee ae cy = 

Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.)  ... ei $s 0 om 2a 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ... sine i sea —— 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 203 ; Noes, 109. (Division List No. 468.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFourR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That ~ 
Question ‘That the words of the Clause from the first word to,’ 
page 4, line 12, to the word “ but,” in line 14, both inclusive, stand Bee 
of the ‘Clause,’ be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question ‘ That the words of the Clause from the 
first word “to,” to page 4, line 12, to the word “ but,” in line 14, both 
inclusive, stand part of the Clause,’ be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 213; Noes, 108. (Division List No. 469.) 
Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided :-- Ayes, 220 ; Noes, 107. (Division List No. 470.) 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, BE.) ... oo ane ies .. 43 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 14, after the word ‘a’ to insert the words 
‘ public elementary.’’ ‘, Channing.) 





Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs)  ... .. 43 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) eee “ ia ie - 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 4, line 14, to leave out the words ‘actually in existence, 


in order to insert the words ‘ existing at the date of the passing of 
this Act.’”—(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘actually in existence’ stand part of 
the Clause.” 


The Secretary of the Board of Education desc William Frongenes Oxford 


University) ... ne iw 
Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N. )- a si se ee 
Dr. Macnamara ... : on gas oa ee — 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse o ‘ed wee ae an iki cot a 
Mr. Broadhurst gage wre a ra sen - a 
Sir William Anson.. : na oe 51 


Sir Edward Grey (No orthumberland, Berwick) iS a es BY 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour ... oe a ere ase ws = a 
Mr. Ernest Gray ... ae “as sen we ss = a an 
Mr. Duke (Plymouth) i was =e on sh bak oo 66 
Mr. M’Kenna in se ae Re on = sind ion 
Mr, A. J. Balfour ... see ‘én en iia ih oak —— 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment made— 


“In page 4, line 14, by leaving out the words, ‘actually in 
existence,’ and inserting the words, ‘already recognised as a public 
elementary school.’” —(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) 


. 
. 
or 
gu 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 17, to leave out the word ‘ thirty,’ and insert the 
words ‘one hundred.’”—(Mr. Brynmor Jones.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ thirty’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. Sydney Buxton 56 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) 56 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) 57 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ... 57 
Mr. Channing poe i 57 
Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) 58 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 230 ; Noes, 124. (Division List No. 471). 

Mr. A. J. BALFour rose in his place and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question, ‘ That the Clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill,’ be now 
put.” 

Question put, “That the Question, ‘ That the Clause, as amended, stand part 
of the Bill,’ be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 243, Noes, 123. (Division List No. 472.) 

Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250 ; Noes, 126. (Division List No. 473.) 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 11 :— 
Mr. Lough ... 70 
Mr. M‘Kenna “a 71 
Sir Robert Finlay ... 72 

72 


Sir William Anson 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 20, after the word ‘ Act,’ to insert the words 
‘or fail to provide such additional public school accommodation as is 
in the opinion of the Board of Education necessary.’ ”—(Sir William 


Anson.) 
Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
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Sir William Harcourt 
Sir Robert Finlay... 
Dr. Macnamara 
Mr. M‘Kenna 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


* After the word ‘or,’ to insert the words, ‘if the local education 
authority or other persons under Section 9.’”—(Mr. M‘Kenna.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Sir Robert Finlay .. 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester shire, Forest of Dean) 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... oe ia 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, “ Northwich) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 116 ; Noes, 243. (Division List No. 474.) 
Question again proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


It being after half-past Seven of the clock, and objection being taken to 
further proceeding, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 





EVENING SITTING. 


SuppLy — MOTION TO SET UP COMMITTEE TO CONSIDER VOTE FOR SOUTH 
AFRICA. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 


Motion made and proposed, ‘“‘ That this House will tomorrow, at Nine of 
the clock in the evening, resolve itself into a Committee to consider 
the Supply to be granted to His Majesty.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) . 
Sir Wiltiam Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W. ’) 
Mr. Ritchie 


Question put and agreed to. 


Resolved, “That this House will to-morrow, at Nine of the clock in the 
evening, resolve itself into a Committee to consider of the Supply to be 
granted to His Majesty.”—(/r. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Civit SERVICES, 1902-3 (ADDITIONAL EsTIMATE).—Ordered, That the Additional 
Estimate, presented 3rd November, be referred to the Committee of sisiasadt 
—(Mr. Hayes, Fisher) . ‘id as Pon a mu a 


Ways AND MEANS.—“ Resolved, That this House will to-morrow, at Nine of the 
clock in the evening, resolve itself into a Committee to consider of the 
Ways and Means for raising the Supply to be granted to His Majesty.”— 
(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
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Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 
Clause 11 :— 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 4, line 20, after the word ‘ Act,’ to insert the words ‘ or 
fail to provide such additional public school accommodation as is in 
the opinion of the Board of Education necessary.’”—(Sir William 
Anson.) 


Question again proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
Question put and agreed to. 
{Question proposed, “ That the Ciause as amended stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. M‘Kenna , 
Sir Robert Finlay ... 
Sir Charles Dilke ... ‘ - om obi 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade) 
Mr. Lough ... oe ae ‘s 
Mr. Channing vi pee on wine 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 200 ; Noes, 87. (Division List No. 475.) 


Question put accordingly, “‘ That the Clause, as amended, stand part of the 
Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 203 ; Noes, 87, (Division List No. 476.) 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again tomorrow. 


Bankers’ (Ireland) Act Repeal Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) ... 
It being Midnight, the Debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed tomorrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October 
last, adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve o’clo*!. 
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Education (England and Wales) Bill. 


sie Considered in Committee. 
142 (In the Committee.) 
Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
- Clause 12 :— 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice ( Wiltshire, Cricklade) ihe oi a. te 
143 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 26, to leave out the first two words ‘any 
43 council’ and insert the words ‘ the local education authority.’” —(Lord 
Edmund Fitzmaurice.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘any council’ stand part of the 
44 Clause.” 


The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs)  ... w- 152 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) a a .. 152 
45 Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman Kaien tlie oe ‘nid sas . 153 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ... ; nee oie ail oo Bee 
45 Mr. Whitley (Halifax)... ee oon a ‘a ne -. 153 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) . ovis a oe nei w. 154 
16 Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N. A, 155 
The Secretary of the Board of Education (Sir Fi William Anson, , Oxford 
6 University)... 155 
2 Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) .. rad ine on .. 158 
0 Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice an bi on —— 
Mr. Henry Hebhouse (Somersetshire, B).. i“ a ys ion 
i" Mr. Channing (Ni Cintinpianiias ~— or sa me ae ... 160 
. Mr. Bryce ... eae wie eh alin . 160 
Sir Francis Powell (Wi igan) i Puen es a or ann 
ri Sir Charles Dilke ... nae ive nis ae pe eS .. 16) 
Mr. Ernest Gray ... sa i ee és aie as ion, Se 
Dr. Macnamara... aie debs sea née ~ ces a ooo 
re Mr, A. J. Balfour .. joy ne Ree ce io. Toe 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorgan, Mid) aul Air re or ws 26S 
Sir Robert Finlay . ; es ‘as it as >» 168 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
§ Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 26, to leave out the words ‘in the exercise of,’ 
0 and insert the word ‘havi ing.’ ”—(Sir William Anson.) 
Question proposed, “That the words ‘in the exercise of’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 
, Mr, Whitley ks a ne va ie sas a4 on G4 
Question put and negatived. 
1 Question, “‘ That the word ‘ having’ be there inserted,” put and agreed to. 


Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) ... ve ven os i ae 
b2 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 27, to leave out the word ‘shall’ in order to 
insert the word ‘may.’”—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘shall’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Sir William Anson 

Mr. Emmott (Oidham) 

Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N. ) 

Mr. Samuel Evans .. 

Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) .. 

Mr. Courteney Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) . 
Sir William Mather (Lancashire, Rossendale) 


Question put. 


The Committee proceeded to a Division, and the Chairman stated that he 
thought the Ayes had it; and, on his decision being challenged, it 
appeared to him that the Divi ision was frivolously claimed, and he 
accordingly directed the Noes to stand upin their places, and three 
members having stood up, the Chairman declared that the Ayes had it. 


Amendment made— 


“In page 4, line 27, by leaving out from the beginning to the 
word ‘an’ in line 29, and inserting the word ‘establish.’ ”—(Sir 
William Anson.) 


Mr. Yorall (Nottingham, W.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 4, line 29, to leave out the words ‘or Education 
Committees,’ and insert the words ‘consisting as to a majority of 
Members of the Council, and as to the remainder.’ ”—(Mr. Yozall.) 


Question proposed—“ That the words ‘or Education Committees’ stand 
part of the Clause.” 


Sir William Anson 

Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice 

Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) 
Mr. Yorall .. ee eee eee 
Sir Charles Dilke ... 

Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Mont, omer shire... 
Mr. Ernest Gray ... 

Mr. Lloyd-George ( Carnarvon Borou ghs) . 
Mr. _ (Nottingham, E.) see 
Mr, A. J. Balfour © 

Mr. M Kenna ‘ ; 

Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice 

Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Ke eighley) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 30, after the word ‘Committee,’ to insert the 
words ‘appointed for a term of three years and.’”—(Mr. Lloyd Morgan.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir William Anson — 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, J W.R., Puleey) 
Mr. Channing ‘ 
Mr. Samuel Evans 
Mr. Brigg .. . 
Sir William Anson 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich . 
Mr. Lloyd George ... : 
Sir William Anson , 
Mr. Wharton ( Yorkshire, W. x. Ripon) . ech 
Sir James Woodhouse (Huddersfield) = 
Mr. Abel Thomas (Carmarthenshire, E.) ... 


Amendment amended— 


“ By leaving out the word ‘of,’ and inserting the words 


exceeding.’”—(Mr. Abel Thomas.) 


Question put, “ That those words, as amended, be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 118 ; Noes, 241. (Division List, No. 477.) 


Dr. Macnamara 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 4, line 30, after the word ‘committees,’ to insert the 
words ‘ which shall in all cases be subject to the decisions of the local 


999 


education authority, and shall be.’”—(Dr. Macnamara.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Robert Finlay ... 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Joseph A. Pease one wee 9 Adee 


Amendment proposed— 


‘not 


“In page 4, line 30, to leave out from the word ‘committees,’ 


to the end of the Clause.’ ’_ (Mr. Joseph A. Pease.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words ‘constituted in accordance with a 


scheme made by the Council’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ... 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse 

Mr. Bryce ... 

Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) _ 
Sir William Harcourt poner W. ie 
Sir Robert Finlay .. 

Sir John Brunner . 

Mr. George Whiteley 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 241; Noes, 119. (Division List, No. 478). 
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Sir William Anson 
Mr. Samuel Evans... 


The. Amendment was agreed to. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANns.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 
from this Evening’s Sitting. 


STANDING ORDER 56—PROCEDURE ON SETTING UP SUPPLY FOR “ ADDITIONAL 
EstimaTEs.”—On the Order for going into Committee of Supply. 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee)... 


SUPPLY 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr JErrreys (Hants., N.) in the Chair. ] 


Civit SERvIcE (1902-3) AppiTionAL Estimate. (CxAss V.)—£8,000,000 
Transvaal and Orange River Colony. 


Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 
Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster) .. 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W. ) 


Sir H. Meysey-Thompson (Staffordshire, Handswrth 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton)... one 

Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) 

Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) 


The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Zz ‘Chamberlain, “Bir ming 
ham, W.) ioe 


Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Ejfion) 


Resolution agreed to ; to be reported tomorrow. 
Ways AND MEAaNs. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


Resolved, “That towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty 
for the service of the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, 
the sum of £8,000,000 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of 
the United Kingdom. "_(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Resolution to be reported tomorrow. 
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Supreme Court of Judicature Bill Patel = thee read, for resuming 252 


adjourned debate on Question [21st October] “That the Bill now be read 
a second time.” 


Question again proposed. 





Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) ... 252 
Mr. Wyndham .... obs oie 255 
Mr. Caldwell ‘ 255 
Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Wednesday next. 
Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October 
last, adjourned the House without Question put. 
Adjourned at one minute after Twelve o'clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS, THURSDAY, 6TH NOVEMBER, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 

IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER.—Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had 

received a letter relating to the imprisonment of a Member 257 
PETITIONS. 

CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION).—Petition from Luton, for abolition of 
restrictions ; to lie upon the Table _... ‘os one ee “nn —< 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petition from Steppingley, against ; 
to lie upon the Table ... wie ve “ ssn se en ... 257 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petitions for alteration: from 
Luton ; and Cornwall ; to lie upon the Table on oie i a 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions in favour: from Hindley; 
Liverpool ; and Southampton ; to lie upon the Table wae os oo 33 

PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN TRADE.—Petition from Luton for legislation ; : 
to lie upon the Table ... — sks ae nee “6 tes a 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

SUPERANNUATION Act, 1859.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 1st 
November, 1902, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the 
duties of the office of Professor of Agriculture in the Royal College of 
Science, Dublin, professional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily 
to be acquired in the Public Service are required [by Act]; to lie upon _ 
the Table - we son va one .. 258 

COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Report, No. 371 
(St. Helena, Annual Report for 1901) [by Command]; to lie upon the re 
Table... abe on nee Si sii dion _ wat is; 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Return for the quarter _ 
ended 30th September, 1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table e208 


ArMyY EXPENDITURE, 1902-3 (SourH AFRICAN WaAk).—Copy presented, of 
Statement showing approximately the revised amounts now required under 
the various Votes for Army Expenditure in view of the conclusion of peace 
in South Africa, as compared with the provision made in the Estimates 
submitted to Parliament, with explanations of the differences [by _ 
Command]; to lie upon the Table... nie se ose ove eos 258 
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Civit. SERVANTs.--Return ordered, “showing the total number of persons in 
the established Civil Service of the State on the 31st day of March, 1902, 
distinguishing those in each department of the Civil Service and Revenue 
Departments respectively.”—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


Lonpon Water ARrEA.—Return ordered, “of Statement showing the popula- 
tion and rateable (and assessable) values of the boroughs and urban districts 
to be represented on the Water Board ; 
relating to the boroughs, urban districts, and rural districts (or the parts 
thereof) within the Metropolitan Water Area which are either to be 
excluded from that Area or to be unrepresented on the Water Board ; 
the proportion which the population and the rateable value of each district 


bears to the total population, and the total rateable value ieee of 
the whole of the proposed Water Area.”—(Mr. Rea.) on 


together with the same particulars 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


TRADE STATISTICS.—Question, Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend); / 
Gerald Balfour .. ‘ nts ee rE 


IsLAND OF Lewis.—BUILDING REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, Mr. Graham Murray ; - 

EDGEWORTHSTOWN POSTMASTER.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, 
Green) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain os eee nee 


NEWBRIDGE POSTMASTER.—Question, Mr. } 


DUBLIN | SoRTina OFFICE STAFF. cnpniais Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Mr. Austen 


Post OFFICE OFFICIALS.—Question, 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain met. 


-. Goddard (Ipswich) ; 


Poor Law VILLAGE CoMMUNITIES.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 7 ia 


Poor LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION.—Question, Mr. Morrell (Oxfordshire, 
Mr. Walter Long - ‘ 


NAvy—Firinc MAtcues.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth ae: ; Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster wl esi oes 


InpIA—GOLD 


REMMITTANCES, CURRENCY RESERVES, 


ETC.—Question, 

Edward Sassoon (Hythe) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton... : 

ARMY .OFFICERS—Pay AS INTERPRETERS.—Question, Halsey (Hertford- 
shire, Watford) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick = ca ee 

OrFicers’ LIABILITY FOR BARRACK FURNITURE. a 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . ee : 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—RANKING OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS.—Question, Sir 
Howard Vincent (Sheffield Central) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


VaR OrriceE Works DEPARTMENT COMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Broadhurst 
(Leicester) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick oa 


SouTH AFRICA—GOVERNMENT LOANS TO BoERS.—Question, Mr. Weir ee 
and vinmarited ds Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 
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EpucATION Brtt—ScHooL TEACHERS AND MEMBERSHIP OF MUNICIPAL 
BopiEs.—Question, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) ; Answer, Sir 
William Anson ... ens ae ~ ah ore fa ce asd 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


SouTH AFRICA—JOHANNESBURG LocaL RatTEs.—Question, Mr. Trevelyan 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) ; Answer, The seaeetanaae of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) one 


THE COLONIAL. CONFERENCE. se sieumnie Mr. ateats ean ee Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain ° ‘ ‘ ne 


ARMY COMMISSIONS.—Question, Capt. Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


ArMY OFFICERS’ Pay.—Question, Lieut.-Col. Tufnell om, bvtetei Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick — vee . , 


TRAINING OF RECRUITS—BARRACK ACCOMMODATION AT OMAGH.—Questions, 


Dr. Thompson ——o, ~ and Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, N.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick .. “ae ES ae os 


ARMY RE-ENLISTMENTS—AGE REGULATIONS. <a cami ma Rasch came 
Chelmsford) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick . ‘ - . pi os 


EMPLOYMENT OF RESERVISTS IN CIVILIAN DUTIES.—Question, Major Rasch ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... rs aes om ied ize ne 


NAVAL GUNNERY—PRACTICE AMMUNITION.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth (Caith- 
ness-shire) ; Answer, The caetiied to the aia — Arnold-Forster, 
Belfast, W.) - ‘ 


Boys AND ABLE SEAMEN IN THE CHANNEL FLEET. en Mr. Harms- 
worth ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster . : a ith ies 


BrussELs SuGAk COoNVENTION.—Question, Mr. Lough ; Answer, The Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


ONTARIO BouNTIES ON Beet SuGAR Exports.—Question, Mr. Lough ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central), 


MACEDONIAN REFORMS.—Question, Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye); Answer, 
Lord Cranborne... k a ose sas oe ni wit nes 


LossES THROUGH Foor aND Movutu DiskAseE.—Question, Mr. Archdale ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


TRANSFER OF GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTAL Powers TO CouNTy COUNCILS.— 
Question, Mr. Pym (Bedford); Answer, The President of the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) . 


Post-OFFICE AND THE IrisH LANGUAGE.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.) ; 
Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, E.) -~ me sha on 


LurGAN Post-OFFICR. ‘inves Mr. oar; as Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain “ ibe 
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CoMPENSATION FOR MaLicious DAMAGE.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S. ) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... : 


BALLAGHADEREEN PUBLICAN’sS LICENCE.—Question, Mr. es : — Mr. 
Wyndham “au os ‘aa wn toe , ‘a 


In1isH LocaL GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS. pases Mr. Archdale ; Answers, 
Mr. Wyndham .. o wi “ or _ “ aoe 


Irish DisPENSARY MEDICAL SERVICE. naan Mr. ba dd satis Mr. 
Wyndham “on oe ine os ois os 


CONGESTED Districts BOARD—SALE OF LorD DILLon’s MANSION. ae 
Mr. Tully ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham .. +“ fore ‘ - po 


CALDERWOOD v. M‘CurDy.—Questions, Mr. +. Tully Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


IrtsH Poor Law SUPERANNUATION. a Mr. — Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham sisi wid ‘ oi ae ie ia 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


| Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Clause 12 :— 


The Secretary to the Board of 4 Education (Sir William Anson, siagati 
University) 


Amendment proposed— 


“ After the words last inserted, to insert the words ‘(2) All 
matters relating to the exercise by the Council of their powers under 
this Act shall stand referred to the Education Committee, and the 
Council, before exercising such powers, shall consider the report (if 
any) of the Education Committee with respect to the matter in 
question. The Council may also delegate to the Education Com- 
mittee, with or without any restrictions or conditions, as they think fit, 
any of their powers under this Act, except the power of raising a rate 
or borrowing money.’ ”—(Sir Wi illiam Anson. ) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, micorenasia 
Mr, Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) oa 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment as amended— 


“After the word ‘Act’ toinsert the words ‘except power of 
raising a rate or borrowing money.’”—(Mr. Chaplin). 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


The Prime Minister, and First Lord of the do. Pm A. J. Tie nie 
Manchester, EB.) ‘ 
Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, XN. ) 
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The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness atten hin ees 
Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, a... ‘ ei ‘is 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) “ 

Sir James Woodhouse (Huddersfield) 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) . 

Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) 

Mr. M‘Kenna bis ad 


Question put and agreed to. 
Mr. Brynmor Jones 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“Tn line 2, to leave out the words ‘ shall stand’ in order to insert 
the words ‘ may be.’”—(Mr. Brynmor Jones.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘shall stand’ stand part of the pro 
posed Amendment.” 


Sir William Anson 

Sir William Harcourt 

Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ... 

Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) 

Sir John Brunner nies Ni orthwich) . 
Sir Robert Finlay . 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnar von Bor oughs) . 


Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment, as amended— 


“To leave out the word ‘stand,’ and insert the word ‘ be.’” —(Mr. 
Whitley.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘stand’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Sir John Brunner ... 

Mr. Bryce ... ‘ 

Sir James Woodhouse 

Sir William Harcourt 

Mr. Whitley 

Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 

Mr. Joseph A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montgomeryshire) . 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 200; Noes, 100. (Division List, No. 479.) 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamerganshire, Mid) 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“In line 2, after the word ‘ committee’ to insert the words ‘who 
shall consider the same forthwith and report thereon with despatch to 
the council.’ ” 





Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 
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* Mr. Ohanning (Northamptonshire, E.) ... ne ‘is a ... 297 

Mr. Lloyd-George dine sua me std ‘a abe .. 298 

Mr. Bryce ... a a03 oat xi 2a oh des .-. 298 

Sir Robert Finlay ... ns ies aaa ou es det ... 299 

Mr. Samuel Evans... se yer eee Pie vee iia .. 299 


Question put, and negatived. 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) ... ods ae ut ... 300 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“Tn line 2, to leave out from the word ‘and’ down to the word 
‘the’ in line 4.”—(Mr. Henry Hobhouse.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the proposed Amendment.” 


Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) ... one ane ‘he .. 301 
Sir William Anson aes oe ane one one oe we ae 
Sir John Dorington aes aes $i6 was saa we .. 302 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... _ a aah on nae “a ... 302 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment-— 
“Tn line 3, to leave out the words ‘ if any.’”—(Sir Robert Finlay.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Words [of Sir William Anson’s original Amendment, as amended] inserted. 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... we in ar a te a .. 304 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 33, to leave out,sub-Section («), and insert, (a), 
‘That a majority of the committee shall be members of the Council.’” 
—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 
Question proposed, “That sub-Section (a) stand part of the Clause.” 
Sir William Anson sas wat Late ae ue sie ... 304 
Sir William Harcourt ‘on ies se oa ee Bi .. 305 
Mr. Middlemore (Birmingham, N.) pie Pie ae ne, ... 305 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ws wo ... 306 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
be In page 4, line 34, after the word ‘Committee,’ to insert the 
words ‘ who shall also be members of the Council unless the Council 
shall otherwise determine.’ ”—(Sir William Anson.) 
Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
Colonel Robert Williams (Dorsetshire W.)... pa aki be .. 308 
Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey) ose 309 
Mr. Envmott (Oldham)... 309 


Mr. Heywood Johnstcne (Sussex, Horsham) ue s fs .. 309 
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Mr. Bryce 

Mr. Talbot (Oxford University) 
Mr. M‘Kenna is 

Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E. ) 
Mr. Channing , 
Sir James Woodhouse 

Sir Charles Dilke ... 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“To leave out the words ‘ members of the Council,’ and insert the 
word ‘ councillors.’”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


uestion proposed, “ That the words ‘members of the Council’ stand 
prop a 
part of the proposed Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour... 
Mr. Samuel Evans ... 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes. 232; Noes, 122. (Division List, No. 480.) 
Mr, Ellis Griffith ... se — = _ oe ose 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“To leave out the words ‘unless the Council shall otherwise 
determine.’ ”—(Mr. Ellis Griffith.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour.. 

Sir William Harcourt sii 

Mr Trevelyan (Yorkshire, WR , Elland) . 
Capt. Balfour (Middlesea, arcs -y) 

Dr, Macnamara (Camber well, N.) 

Sir John Gorst (Cambridge U nae * 
Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, 17. ") , 
Mr. Led. George 4 

Mr. M‘Kenna ss 

Mr. Samuel Evans 

Sir John Brunner ... 


Sir Robert Finlay . 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 233 ; Noes, 125. (Division List, No, 481.) 
Words inserted. 

Mr. Humphreys-Owen mae ses es ae re sie sae 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 4, line 35, to leave out sub-Section (b).”—(.Mr Humphreys- 
Owen.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘for the’ stand part of the Clause.” 
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Sir Robert Finlay . 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Fli int Boroughs) 
Sir John Brunner ... ‘ 


Mr. Robson (South Shields) 
Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N. ie 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
SuppLy—Report—(5th November.) 
Resolution reported :— 


Crvit SERVICE (1902-3) ADDITIONAL EstTIMATE—CLAsS V. 


“That a sum not exceeding £8,000,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the charge’ w hich will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for a Grant in Aid to the 
Transvaal and the Orange Riv er Colony, for expenses consequent upon 
the termination of the War.’ 


Mr. Edmuud Robertson (Dundee)... 

Mr. Lough (Islington W.)... er sie ec a 
The Chancellor of the Exchequeur (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) oe ree We 
Mr. Kemp (Lancashire, Heywood) 

The Master of Elibank (Edinburgh, Mid Lothian) 

Mr. Channing (Northumptonshire, BE.) ... e 

Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) 


Resolution agreed to. 
Ways AND MEANS—ReEporT—(5th November.) 


Resolution reported :— 


“That towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty for the 
service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, the sum of 
£8,000,000 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the United 


Kingdom. ¥ 
Resolution agreed to. 
o 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Hayes Fisher. 


Consolidated Fund Caren (No. 2) Biil.—‘ To supply a sum out 


of the Consolidated Fund to the service of the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1903, and to appropriate the further Supplies granted 
in this Session of Parliament,” presented accordingly, and read the first 


time ; to be read a second time tomorrow 
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Education (England and Wales) Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 12 :— 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 35, to leave out sub-section (b).”—(Mr. Humphreys- 
Owen.”) 


Question again proposed, “That the words ‘for the’ stand part of the 


Clause.” 

Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, ssid ae nas oan wi see .. 349 
Sir William Anson ; ae ve as ar _ ... 350 
Sir William Harcourt obi was aes wi ee ote --. 353 
Mr. Watter Palmer (Salisbury)... nice ions a wn w» 355 
Mr. Ellis Griffith ... se ais ai ise oe << ae 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester)... - ims — ise ban oS 
Mr. Bryn Roberts ... _ ote ond aoe me wie i 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn— 
Sir Jumes Woodhouse ike oe si a ior be so. 66309 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 35, after the first word ‘the to insert the 
words ‘ selection and.’ ”—(Sir James Wi oodlhouse.) 


Question put, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir William Anson iia as oe ia is gon w. = 3D9 
Mr. Bryce.. : BS: “en aot ea _ er ... 360 
Sir William Anson ii sic eis _ di a .. 961 
Mr. Ernest Gray... sae an iia ssid ie ae —- 
Mr. Lloyd George ... Si ce ae ‘i ve .. 363 
Mr. Bousfield ero, N.) ind me ae aie sn ... 366 
Mr. 4. J. Balfour .. co re Se ae ng con geo 
Mr. Robson.. i oes ae os es eu oe os OOD 
Sir Francis Powell. es ss _ oe ... 369 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N) ed on oes vai oe See 
Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W. R. Keighley) she si ne wn ooo. San 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :— Ayes, 92 ; Noes, 194. (Division List, No. 482.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFourR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question ‘That the words of the Clause to the first word “ of,” 
inclusive, in page 4, line 36, stand part of the Clause,’ be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question ‘That the words of the Clause to the 
first word “ of,” inclusive, in page 4, line 36, stand part of the Clause,’ 
be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 188 ; Noes, 90. (Division List No. 483.) 
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Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 190; Noes, 90. !(Division List No. 484.) 


It being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again tomorrow. 


Expiring Laws Continuance Bill.—Considered in — and — 
without Amendment ; to be read the third time tomorrow . : ‘ 


Supreme Court of Judicature Bill [Lords].—Considered in Committee, 
and reported, with Amendments ; as amended, to be considered tomorrow 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October 
last, adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve o’clock. 
J 1 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, FRIDAY, 7tH NOVEMBER, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


ADJOURNMENT.—Resolved, “That this House, at the rising of the House this 
day, do adjourn till Monday next.”—(Sir Alexander Acland-Hood.) 


New MemBer Sworn.—Herbert Lewis Samuel, esquire, for North Riding of 
Yorkshire (Cleveland Division) . vil a ‘i — 


PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN CATTLE ony agers orga from Wednesbury, for abolition 
of restrictions ; to lie upon the Table.. 3 4 eee os on 


EpvucATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petition from Glasgow, against ; 
to lie upon the Table ia ca an sess ae +5 


EpvucaTIoN (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BiLt.—Petition from Wednesbury, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table ate rs _ 


EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WaLEs) BILL.—Petition from Enfield, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ae oes aa av rem be 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN TRADE.—Petition from Wednesbury, for legis- 
lation ; to lie upon the Table ... aie ae vs Las ve 


Sirr VALUES (INSANITARY AREAS).—Petition from St. Pancras, for es 
to lie upon the Table ea ce re eau : ae, 


tcETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SUPERANNUATION.—Return [presented 31st October] to be printed. [No. 367.] 


FisHinG Prers (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 17th 
JInly ; Sir Thomas ee to lie ae the a and to be one 
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EXPENSES OF INDIAN GuESTS—TRoops AT THE CORONATION.—Question, Mr. 
Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton “8 
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Education (England and Wales) Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 12 :— 

Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) ... 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 36, after the first word ‘of,’ to insert the words 
‘Rural District Councils.’ ”"_(Sir Edward Strachey. ) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Secretary to the Board ¥ Education ai William view ite 
University) ... 

Sir Francis Powell (Wi igan) : 

Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N. ee. 

Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) ; 

Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, agi 

Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) .. 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 74; Noes, 117. (Division, List No. 485.) 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 36, to leave out the words ‘other bodies,’ and 
insert the words ‘ educational institutions in or near the district not 
themselves subject to the control of the local education authority, such 
as universities, colleges of university rank, non-local schools and local 
endowed schools.’”—-( Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘other’ stand part of the Clause.” 
The Prime Minister and First Lord iad the ne a A. J. a 


Manchester, E.) = 393 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, a oe ies ed ve ae or ... 393 
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Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 
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Question put, “ That the Question ‘That the words of the Clause to the 
word “acts,” inclusive, in page 4, line 39, stand part of the Clause,’ be 
now put.” 

Tne Committee divided :—Ayes, 157 ; Noes, 88. (Division List No. 488.) 

Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 169 ; Noes, 91. (Division List No. 489.) 
Mr, Brynmor Jones (Swansea District)... rom abe ove .. 415 

Amendment proposed— 


> 


“In page 4, line 39, after the word ‘acts’ to insert the words, 
‘provided that two-thirds of the persons appointed by the Council 
shall be resident ratepayers in such area.’ ”— (Mr. Brynmor Jones.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
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“In page 4, line 39, at end to insert ‘(c) For the inclusion ot 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 4, line 39, at the end, to insert the following words : 

‘Provided that a person shall be disqualified for being a member of an 
Education Committee, who, by reason of holding an oftice or place of 
profit, or having any share or interest in a contract, or employment, is 
disqualified for ‘being a member of the council appointing the Education 
Committee. But no such disqualification shall apply to a person by 
reason only of his holding office in a school or college aided, but not 
provided or maintained, by the Council.’”—(Mr. A. WK. Loyd.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
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Mr. Lloyd-George ... das ‘ine oe tie ens ake .. 434 
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Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“Tn line 6, to omit ‘ but not.’ ”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘but not’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 
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Amendment to proposed Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 
Mr. Plummer (Newcastle-on-Tyne) re ve sn oni ... 438 


Amendment proposed— 


“ After the words last inserted, to insert the words ‘(e) For the 
appointment (if desirable) of members of School Boards existing at the 
time of the passing of this Act as members of the first committee.’ ”— 
(Mr. Plummer.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour aia nn a 440 
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Words inserted. 


Mr. A. J. BALFour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question ‘ That the words of the Clause to the word “ made,” inclusive, 
in page 5, line 15, stand part of the Clause’ be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question ‘That the words of the Clause to the 


word “ made,” inclusive, in page 5, in line 15, stand part of the Clause ’ 
be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 179 ; Noes,90. (Division List No. 492.) 
Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 177; Noes, 90. (Division List No. 493.) 


It being after half-past Five of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Notice TO EXPEDITE DEBATE. 
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Supreme Court of Judicature Bill [Lorps] as amended, considered ; to be 





read the third time upon Monday next 448 
Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October 
last, adjourned the House without Question put. 
Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Six o'clock till Monday next. 
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THE PERMANENT SECRETARY TO THE BOARD OF. EDUCATION.—Question, Mr. 
Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour we ; 


THE BrusseLs CONVENTION.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. Dalziel, and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE HovusE—INDIAN BupDGET DEBATE.—Questions, Sir 
Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.), Mr. Edmund Robertson 
(Dundee), Mr. Dalziel, and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


East INDIA REVENUE Accounts.—Order for Committee read. 


The Secretary of State ill India Sais Geors ge | cscaganin 
Ealing) ‘“ 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Mr. Speaker do now leave 
the Chair.”—(Seeretary Lord George Hamilton.) 


Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) ... 

Mr. Herbert Roberts (Derbyshire, W.) .. 

Su Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of “Dean) 
Amendment proposed-— 


‘*To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words, ‘in the opinion of this House, it is desir- 
able that the cost of the Parliamentary representatives of the India 
Office, with an adequate staff, should be paid by the United Kingdom 
by a Vote of Parliament.” —( Mr. Herbert Roberts. ) 


Question proposed ‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part_of 
the Question.” 


Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) 
Lord George Hamilton a 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 119; Noes, 45. (Division List No. 494.) 


Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) 
The Under Secretary of State for India (Earl Perey , Kensing gton, s. ) 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed this evening. 





EVENING SITTING. 


East InpiA ReveNuE Accounts.—Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate 
on Question [this day], ‘That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair.” 


Question again proposed. 


Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree anwng — N.E. ” 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) . 
Sir Edgar Vincent (Exeter) 
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Lord George Hamilton . 
Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) 
Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Debate be now ad- 
journed. = (Mr. Wylie.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed temorrow. 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) (No. 2) Bill.—Order for Second Reading 


read 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ... 

Mr, Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 

Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) _ ... fas nia 
The Finanetal Secretary to the Treasury ( Mr. Hay yes- ‘isher, Fulham) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for tomorrow. 


Militia and Yeomanry Bill.— Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Caldwell een aie 
Mr. Dalziel “ “ 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Debate be now ad- 
journed.”— (Mr. Dalziel.) 


The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, ities — 
Mr, Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) : 


Question put and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed tomorrow. 


Osborne Estate Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Caldwell ‘ , one ne 
It being after midnight, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Food and Drugs Acts Amendment Bill.—Order for Committee read, and 
discharged.—Bill withdrawn. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October 
last, adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve o’clock. 
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Nov. 11. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 1lta NOVEMBER, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAys AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 


PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION).—Petitions for abolition of restrictions: from 
Galashiels (two); Selkirk; Biggleswade; Arlesey; Dover; Armadale ; 
and, Bo'ness ; to lie upon the Table a ve ses Si ~ 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions against: from Millbrook ; 
Ampthill ; Morse ; and, Week St. Mary ; to lie upon the Table 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiILL.—Petitions for alteration: from 
Biggleswade; Arlesey; Dover; Armadale; and, Bo'ness ; to lie upon the 
Table — — pee war Me - eid hee sae 


EpucATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions in favour: from Great 
Shefford ; Southport ; and, Birkdale ; to lie upon the Table mF 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN TRADE.—Petitions for legislation: from Selkirk ; 
Biggleswade ; Arlesey ; Armadale ; and, Bo'ness ; to lie upon the Table ... 


2ETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TECHNICAL COMMITTEES (ENGLAND AND WALES).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 5th August ; Mr. Walter rst ali to lie _ the iam 
and to be printed. [No. 369}... ; 


Evictions (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Return of the number of evictions 
in Ireland ior the quarter ended 30th a 1902 2 [by venaeiies to 
lie upon the Table : tat 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


CaPE GUARDAFUI LIGHTHOUSE. tsa Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Lord Cranborne me ies “i ibs io 


ZANZIBAR—CASE OF SLAVE GirL MsIcHoKE.—Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley 
(Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne ; ie Ss 


CoLoniAL Patent Laws.—Question, Mr. Rigg (Westmoreland, Appleby) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... tz Ke a ae Nes a 


REMOUNT OFFICERS—STATUS OF VETERINARY OFFICERS. nee Mr. r. Rigg ; ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . es ee: vas we : 


EDUCATION BILL—ALLOCATION OF UNDENOMINATIONAL ENDOWMENTS.— 
Question, Mr. Osmond Williams (Merionethshire); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


EDUCATION BILL—GOVERNMENT AMENDMENTS.—Question, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire, E.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour Sa ee 


LONDON WATER BILL.—Question, Mr. W. F. D. Smith ee hetenwuneiten : 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


THE MEDITERRANEAN FLEET.—Question, Lord Charles Beresford (Woolwich) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


RoyaL NAvY—PENsIOoNS OF CHIEF Petry OFFICERS. —e Lord Charles 
Beresford ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ¥ eee e me 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN’Ss TouR—THE “Goop Hoper.”—Questions, Mr. Lambert 
(Devonshire, South on and Sir William Allen eS ; Answers, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster ; F : 


SALE oF Army Horses tn SouTrH AFRICA.—Questions, Mr. Lambert ; Answers, 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office ati wanted Lancashire, West- 
houghton) ea : ie 


SoutH AFRICA REPATRIATION BoARDS—PURCHASERS FROM THE MILITARY 
AUTHORITIES.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, Lord Stanley. 


RESERVISTS Pay ARREARS.—Questions, Mr. Claude edie anion iunaede 
Answers, Lord Stanley ... om “ 


ARMY STAFF APPOINTMENTS. a: Mr. stad sagaaaed we Answer, 
Lord Stanley oe pon ie 


Army MOBILISATION.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester); Answer, Lord Stanley 
uestion, Mr. Yoxall (Nottinghamshire, 


W): Answer, ‘The ‘tae Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs er 
Cranborne, Rochester) .. sik poe a aap ose 





UGANDA RarLway.—Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ; 
Answer, Lord Cranborne Se ‘isi tae ae os a 


Supply oF ArMy Horses.—Question, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


IsLAND OF Lewis—HospitaL ACCOMMODATION.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


ISLAND OF LEwis FISHERIES.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham 
Murray ... . bee me = h ae ca aa roe Ss 


VOLUNTEERS AND R'CHMOND PARK.—Question, Sir Gilbert Parker (Grav aaah : 
Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes (Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) .. : 


PALACE YARD LIGHTING ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. John Ellis Attain 
hamshire, Rushcliffe); Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 


IRELAND—NoORTH-WEST ASSIZE CIRCUIT.—Question, The Marquess of Hamilton 
(Londonderry) ; — The weenie General for Ireland shone omansiae 
Londonderry, N. ) 


loucH Gara EEL FisHery.—Question, Mr. Tully ean 8); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. is is iia 


TRAMWAYS (IRELAND) ACTS. Siiasaintnd Mr. ied gn v.); Answer, 
Mr, Wyndhan .... ios des 


EXAMINATIONS FOR Irish LocaL GOVERNMENT AUDITORS. oe Mr. 
O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... eee oe one ; . 
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(JARRICK-ON-SHANNON GOAL.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 

LONGFORD AND LEITRIM Fair RENT ApPpLicaTIoNs.—Question, Mr. Tully ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham sai ssi ses i ios bi 


Ir1isH DIsPENSARY MEDICAL SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Tully; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ost es aot se es ae sas oh 


LocaAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) AcT.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham be a és ane aes iis at si ak 


THE BrussELS CONVENTION.—Question, Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgew, Cam- 
lachie); Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... oon sas ie 


LONDON StREET TRAFFIC—PROPOSED RoyaL CoOMMISSION.—Questions, Mr. 
Bryce (Aberdeen, S.), and Mr. T. M. Healey (Louth, N.); Answers, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour aaa we a on am ne ian - 


THE CUNARD AGREEMENT.—Questions, Mr. Alexander Cross, and Mr. Gibson 
Bowles; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... es se 


THE INDIAN BuDGET.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


TUNBRIDGE WELLS TELEPHONE SysTEM.—Questions, Mr. Longh (Islington, W.); 
Answers, The Postmaster General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, E.) =e 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse.—Question, Mr. Dalziel; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 





A QUESTION OF ORDER. 


Question, Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ; 
Ruling, Mr. Speaker whe ner eit joe sed a sue 


New MemBer Sworn.—Austin Taylor, esquire, for the Borough of Liverpool 
(East Toxteth Division). 
SITTINGS OF THE House (EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDING ORDER). 


Motion made, and Question put, “That the consideration of business 
relating to the Education (England and Wales) Bill (Procedure) if 
under discussion at twelve o'clock this night be not interrupted under 
the Standing Order (Sittings of the House).”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


The House divided. Ayes, 268; Noes, 92. (Division List No. 495.) 
Education (England and Wales) Bill (ProcepuRE). 


The Prime Minister and the First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, EB.) ks ip Sep ee ne see ra 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Proceedings in Committee 
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607 


and on Report of the Education (England and Wales) Bill (including 
Proceedings on the Financial Resolution relating thereto), shall, unless 
previously disposed of, be brought to a conclusion at times and in the 


manner hereinafter mentioned :— 


“(a) The Proceedings in Committee on the remaining part 
of Clause 12, and on Clause 13, on Wednesday, 12th November ; 
(b) ‘The Proceedings on Clauses 14, 15, 16 and 17, on Thursday, 
13th November ; (c) The Proceedings on Clauses 18, 19 and 20, 





xlvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Nov. 11.} Page 


and on the Committee Stage of the Financial Resolution, on 
Friday, 14th November ; (7) The P oceedings on Report of the 
Financial Resolution, and on the New Clause relating to the aid 
grant, on Monday, 17th November ; (e) The Proceedings on the 
new Clauses relating to endowment, local authority’s managers, 
and grouping, on Tuesday, 18th November ; (f) The Proceedings 
on the New Clause relating to managers, and any other Govern- 
ment New Clauses,’ on Schedules, and any new Government 
Schedules, and any other Proceedings necessary to bring the Com- 
mittee Stage to a conclusion, on Thursday, 20th November ; (9) 
The consideration of the Report shall be appointed for Tuesday, 
25th November ; and the Proceedings on Report or on any New 
Clauses and on Amendments to Parts I. and Il. of the !Bill shall 
be brought to a conclusion on that day ; (h) The Proceedings on 
Report on Amendments to Part III. of the Bill shall be brought 
to a conclusion on Thursday, 27th November ; (i) The Pro- 
ceedings on the Report of the Bill shall be concluded on Friday, 
28th November. 


“At 11 p.m. on the said days, or, if the day is a Friday, 
at 4.30 p.m., the Chairman or Speaker shall put forthwith the 
Question or Questions on any Amendment or Motion already pro- 
posed from the Chair, and shall next proceed successively to put 
forthwith the Question on any Amendments moved by the 
Government of which notice has been given, but no other Amend- 
ments, and on every Question necessary to dispose of the allotted 
Business. 


“Tn the case of New Clauses and Schedules, he shall put 
only the Question that such Clause or Schedule be added to the 
Bill. 

“Proceedings under this Order shall not be interrupted 
(except at an Afternoon Sitting at 7.30 p.m.) under the provisions 
of any Standing Order relating to Sittings of the House. 


“ After the passing of this Order, on any day on which any 
proceedings on the Education (England and Wales) Bill stand as 
the first Order of the Day, no Dilatory Moticn on the Bill, nor 
under Standing Order 17, nor Motion to postpone a Clause, shall 
be received unless moved by the Minister in charge of the Bill. 
and the Question on any such Motion shall be put forthwith. 


“Tf Progress be reported, the Chairman shall put this Order 
in force in any subsequent sitting of the Committee.”— (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ... ‘sai _ a», 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out all the words after the word ‘That,’ in line 1, and 
to add the words, ‘this House declines to entertain a proposal to 
restrict debate upon a measure which, since it vitally affects the whole 
working of local government and administration, and, while assuming 
to establish a permanent system of national education, endows 
denominational teaching out of the rates without securing full popular 
control, demands the most searching examination in every particular.’ ” 
—(Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words to the end of line 6 stand part of the 
Question.” 
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Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 

Dr. Maenamara (Camberwell, N.) bie 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) ... 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., a 
Mr. Elliot (Durham) . = a 
Mr, John Ellis (Ne ottinghamshire, } aes 
Mr. Wanklyn (Bradford, Central) . 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) .. 
Major Rasch (Eseex, Chelmsford) .. 

Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N) 

Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, iit 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) .. : 

Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe)... 

Mr. Priestley (Grantham) ... : 


It being half-past Seven of the Clock, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill (Procrepure), 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment to Question 
this day], “ That the Proceedings in Committee and on Report of the 
iducation (England and Wales) Bill (including proceedings on the 
Financial Resolution relating thereto), shall, unless previously disposed 
of, be brought to a conclusion at the times and in the manner herein- 
after mentioned : 


(a) The Proceedings in Committee on the remaining part of 
Clause 12, and on Clause 13, on Wednesday, 12th November ; 
(6) The Proceedings on Clauses 14, 15, 16, and 17, on Thursday, 
13th November ; (c) The Proceedings on Clauses 18, 19, and 20 
and on the Committee Stage of the Financial Resolution, on 
Friday, 14th November ; (¢d) The Proceedings on Report of the 
Financial Resolution, and on the New Clause relating to the aid 
grant, on Monday, 17th November ; (¢) The Proceedings on the 
New Clauses relating to endow ments, local authority’s managers, 
and grouping, on Tuesday, 18th November ; (f) The Proceedings 
on the New Clause relating to managers, and any other Govern- 
ment New Clauses, on Schedules, and any new Government 
Schedules, and any other Proceedings necessary to bring the Com- 
mittee Stage to a conclusion, on Thursday, 20th November ; 
(yg) The Consideration of the Report shall be appointed for 
Tuesday, 25th November ; and the Proceedings on Report on any 
New Clauses and on Amendments to Parts L. and II. of the Bill 
shall be brought to a conclusion on that day ; (4) The Proceedings 
on Report on Amendments to Part III. of the Bill shall be brought 
to a conclusion on Thursday, 27th November ; (i) The Proceed- 
ings on the Report of the Bill shall be concluded on Friday, 28th 
November. 


“At 11 P.M. on the said days, or, if the day is a Friday, at 
4.30 P.M., the Chairman or Speaker shall put forthwith the 
Question or Questions on any Amendment or Motion already pro- 
posed from the Chair, and shall next proceed successively to put 
forthwith the Question on any Amendments moved by the Govern- 
ment of which notice has been given, but no other Amendments, 
and on every Question necessary to dispose of the allotted Business. 
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“In the case of new Clauses and Schedules, he shall put only 
the Question that such Clause or Schedule be added to the Bill. 


“ Proceedings under this Order shall not be interrupted 
(except at an Afternoon Sitting at 7.30 P.M.) under the provisions 
of any Standing Order relating to Sittings of the House. 


“ After the passing of this Order, on any day on which any 
proceedings on the Education (England and Wales) Bill stands as 
the first Order of the Day, no dilatery Motion on the Bill, nor 
under Standing Order 17, nor Motion to postpone a Clause, shall 
he received unless moved by the Minister in charge of the Bill, 
and the Question on any such Motion shall be put forthwith. 


“Tf Progress be reported the Chairman shall put this Order 
in force in any subsequent Sitting of the Committee.”—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words, ‘ this House declines to entertain a proposal 
to restrict debate upon a measure which, since it vitally affects the 
whole working of local government and administration, and, while 
assuming to establish a permanent system of national education, 
endows denominational teaching out of the rates without securing full 
popular control, demands the most searching examination in every 
particular.’ ”—(Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Question again proposed, “That the words to the end of line 6 stand part 
of the Question.” 


Mr. Priestley ose wee ves oon nee vn ba .» 677 
Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) ok isa .. 679 
Sir William Holland a W.R., Rotherham) aa “4 . 681 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, N.) .. os sed oo. 683 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N) ws 685 
The Secretary of State os the Colonies (Mr. ra Chamberlain, Birming- 

ham, W.) ‘ - 691 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, EB) ‘ei 7 bus és oh ve ~~ oo 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :— Ayes, 284 ; Noes, 152. (Division List No. 496.) 


~I 
te 
_— 


Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) 


Amendment proposed to the Question— 


“To leave out the words in line 7, and insert the words ‘on 
Wednesday, the 12th November, and on Clause 13 on Thursday the 
13th November.’ ”—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Mr. Chaplin 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloweestershire, ‘Forest of Dean) 
Mr. Channina ( ee ne £.) oli 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. , 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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An Amendment made— 


- By leaving out from the word ‘on,’ in line 7, to the word 
‘Clauses,’ in line 8, and by inserting, after the word ‘Clauses,’ the 
word 13.” —(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


or 


Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) sind om ao _ on we «928 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 19, to leave out the words ‘Thursday, 20th,’ and insert 
the words ‘ Monday, 24th.’”—( Mr. Runciman.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 
Mr. Trevelyan ( Yorkshire, WOR. , Band) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 


-~Ts1 +1 
bo bo bo 
DAS 


Question put. 
The House Divided :—Ayes, 235 ; Noes, 103. (Division List No. 497.) 
Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey) aoe dnd wi re ie so tan 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 23, to leave out the words ‘that day’ and insert the 
words, ‘ Friday, 28th November.’” —(Mr. Ellis Griffith.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


677 
679 Mr. A. J. Balfour... ina on ies sil sti ane a - 
681 
os Question put and agreed to. 
tt) 
Question put, “That the Proceedings in Committee and on Report of 
691 the Education (England and Wales) Bill (including Proceedings on the 
708 Financial Resolution relating thereto), shall unless previously disposed 
of, be brought to a conclusion at the times and in the manner herein- 
after mentioned :— 
“(a) The proceedings in Committee on the remaining part of 
Clause 12, and on Clauses 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17, on Thursday, 
721 13th November ; (6) The proceedings on Clauses 18, 19, and 20, 
and on the Committee stage of the Financial Resolution, on 
Friday, 14th November ; (c) The proceedings on Report of the 
Financial Resolution, and on the new Clause relating to the aid 
grant, on Monday 17th November ; (d) The proceedings on the 
New Clauses relating to endowments, local authority’s managers, 
and grouping, on Tuesday 18th November; (¢) The proceedings 
on the new Clause relating to managers, and any other Govern- 
ment new Clauses, on Schedules, and any new Government 
Schedules, and any other proceedings necessary to bring the 
23 Committee stage to a conclusion, on Thursday 20th November ; 
23 (f) The consideration of the Report shall be appointed for Tues- 
23 day 25th November ; and the proceedings on Report on any new 
D4 Clauses and on Amendments to Parts I. and II. of the Bill sha!l 


be brought to a conclusion on that day ; (g) The proceedir.gs on 
Report on Amendments to Part III. of the Bill shall be brought 
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to a conclusion on Thursday 27th November ; (h) The proceed- 
ings on the Report of the Bill shall be concluded on Friday 28th 
November. At 11 P.M. on the said days, or, if the day isa 
Friday, at 4.30 p.m. the Chairman or Speaker shall put forthwith 
a Question or Questions on any Amendment or Motion already 
proposed from the Chair, and shall next proceed successively to 
put forthwith the question on any Amendments moved by the 
Government of which notice has been given, but no other Amend- 
ments, and on every Question necessary to dispose of the allotted 
business. In the case of new Clauses and Schedules, he shall put 
only the Question that such Clause or Schedule be added to the 
Bill. Proceedings under this Order shall not be interrupted 
(except at an Afternoon Sitting at 7.30 P.M.) under the provisions 
of any Standing Order relating to Sittings of the House. After 
the passing of this Order, on any day on which any proceedings 
on the Education (England and Wales) Bill stand as the first 
Order of the Day, no dilatory Motion on the Bill, nor under 
Standing Order 17, nor Motion .o postpone a Clause, shall be 
received unless moved by the Minister in charge of the Bill, and 
the Question on any such Motion shall be put forthwith. If 
Progress be reported, the Chairman shall put this Order in force 
in any subsequent sitting of the Committee.”—(Mr. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 222; Noes, 103. (Division List No. 498.) 


Mr, SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October 
last, adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at two minutes before One o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 12TH NOVEMBER, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION).—Petitions for abolition of restrictions: from 
Stafford ; New Brancepeth ; and Pittington ; to lie upon the Table 


EpucaTION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petitions against: from Falkirk ; 
Bradford ; Duns ; and South Shields ; to lie upon the Table 


EpucaTION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions for alteration: from 
Stafford ; Pittington ; New Brancepeth; and Durham (two) ; to lie upon 
the Table ‘eh dice pe ee ae ate rt he an 


PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table Bae es oa 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN TRADE.—Petitions for legislation: from Staf- 
ford ; New Brancepeth ; and Pittington ; to lie upon the Table 


REGISTRATION OF MoToR VEHICLES BILL.—Petition from Scottish Trade Pro- 
tection Society, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ies sas 


TRADE Marks BILi.—Petition from Scottish Trade Protection Society, against ; 
to lie upon the Table wl ia ‘0 ve wr 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


NavY—ACCIDENTS WHEN Frrinc SALUTES.—Question, Mr. Levy (Leicester- 
shire, Loughborough) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster oe ed ose 


PosITION OF SEAMEN PENSIONERS RE-ENGAGED.—Question, Mr. Kearley 
(Devonport) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster a ae ree i 


PosTAL ORDERS—OFFICE OF PAYMENT. —Question, Sir James Haslett (Belfast, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ‘ 


AmeRIcAN Locomotives ON UGANDA RAtLway.—Question, Mr. M‘Kenna 
(Monmouthshire, N.) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne os ‘i i 


LOANS UNDER THE SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION ACT. Dieses Mr. 
M‘Kenna; Answer, Mr. Walter Long a se awe ae 


ALLEGED GRIEVANCES OF CUSTOMS BOATMEN.—Question, Mr. Luke White 
(Yorkshire, E.R., Buckrose) ; Answer, Mr. Hayes Fisher 


War OFricE—CLERICAL EMPLOYMENT OF EX-SOLDIERS.—Question, Col. Brook- 
field (Sussex, Rye) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... oh ae is ’ 


MILITIA—STRENGTH AND RECRUITING STATISTICS.—Question, Lord Charles 
Beresford (Woolwich) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


VOLUNTEER ESTABLISHMENT STATISTICS.—Question, Lord Charles Beresford ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... ae ae ; 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—COMMISSIONS FOR VOLUNTEER OFFICERS.—Question, 
Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, The daiceisiei of State for War = 
Brodrick (Surrey, Guildford) . y 


New GARRISON REGIMENTS. eaves Mr. Beckett (Yorkshire, N.R., Whitby) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . : ne nee so a rs a 


RAILWAY BrakKEs.—Question, Mr. Bell (Derby) ; Answer, The President of the 
Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


RAILWAY SERVANTS’ Hours or Lasour—L. C. AnD D. RatLway.—Question, 
Mr. Bell ; Answer, Mr Gerald Balfour - 


RAILWAY CrossING FATALITY AT THAMES IRONWORKS.—Question, Mr. Bell ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour : ai : a as 


Roaps IN Mip-Ross.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, The 
Lord-Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire)... ‘ : abe 
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Mr. A. Graham Murray ao wii - 
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NEW BILL. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND). 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ... 


Bill to ammend the borrowing provisions of the Electric Lighting Act, 1882, 
and the Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890, ordered to be brought 
in by the Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 


Electric Lighting Acts Amendment (Scotland) Bill—“To amend the 
borrowing provisions of The Electric Lighting Act, 1882, and The Electric 
Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890,” presented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time tomorrow, and to be printed. [Bill 301). 


IrRIsH VALUATION ActTs.—Report from the Select Committee, with Minutes of 
Evidence and an Appendix, brought up, and read [Inquiry not completed]. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 370.] 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) [GRANTS].—Committee to consider of 
authorising the payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of 
certain Annual Grants to Local Education Authorities in pursuance of any 
Act of the present Session to make further provision with respect to 
Education in England and Wales — = recommendation signified), to- 
morrow.—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) a ove ove 


Education (England and Wales) Bill 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 12 :— 


Mr. Luke White (Yorkshire, E. R., Buckrose) 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 5, line 15, at the end, to insert the words ‘(6) The 
meetings an proceedings of any Education Committee constituted 
under this section shall be subject in all respects to the same provisions 
and regulations as those which now affect any ordinary or joint com- 
mittees of any Council.’”—(Mr. Luke White.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Prime Minister and First Lord of the hed - A. J. aimee 
Manchester, E.) ioe 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, F Forest f Daan). 

Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ‘ 

Mr. A. J. Balfour... 

Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) 


Amendment amended— 
“By leaving out the words, ‘or joint.’”—(Mr. Luke White.) 
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Question put, “‘ That those words, as amended, be there inserted.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 95; Noes, 150. (Division List, No. 499.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 16, to leave out sub-Section (6), and insert: (6) 
‘ Any scheme for establishing an education committee of the council of 
any county or county borough in Wales or of the county of Monmouth 
or county borough of Newport, shall provide that the county governing 
body constituted under The Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 1889, 
for any such county or county borough shall cease to exist, and shall 
make such provision as appears necessary or expedient for the transfer 
of the powers, duties, property, and liabilities of any such body to the 
local education authority under this Act, and for making the provisions 
of this section applicable to the exercise by the local education authority 
of the powers so transferred.’” —(Sir Alfred Thomas.) 


Question proposed, “That sub-Section (6) stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 

Mr. Humphreys- Owen (Montgomeryshire) .. 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) 
Mr. Kenyon (Denbigh) _... 

Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, E.) 

Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, ‘Eifion) 


Question put, and negatived. 
Question, “That those words be there inserted,” put and agreed to. 
Question proposed, “That Clause 12 as amended stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Whitley : 

Sir Wiiliam Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W. ) 

Mr. A. J. Balfour .. ; 

Mr. Bryce (. Aberdeen, ab 

Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W. R, a Keighley) 

Mr. Samuel Evans... 

Sir John Brunner (Che shire, Nor thwich) .. i 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ... 

Sir William Mather (Laneashire, Rossendale) 

Mr. Lloyd-George ... 

Mr. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) 

The Secretary to the Board of ducation os ‘William "Anson, 4 Oxford 
University)... ; F ; 

Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N. ) 

Mr. Youall (Nottingham, W.) se 


~ 


Question put, “That Clause 12 as amended stand part of the Bill.” 
Committee divided :—Ayes, 259; Noes, 138. (Division List No. 500.) 
Clause 13 :— 

Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 5, line 21, to leave out the words ‘expenses of a Council 
under this Act,’ and insert the words ‘expenditure out of rates under 
this Act shall in no case exceed one-fourth of the whole expenditure on 
education by the education authority, and the expenses of that 
authority.’”—(Mr. Chaplin.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words ‘expenses of a Council’ stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ... ine dee ak oe «. 801 
Sir Edward Strachey (Somer setshire, | en ne ne an ... 803 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ae Sea es hae ... 805 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ... ei oe ake on .- 806 
Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) in ve oe ain ... 809 
Mr. Philipps (Pembrokeshire) se se — “ne ae ose 8123 
Mr. David Melver (Liverpool, Kirkdale) ... ACs “id ane .. 813 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) ‘i ee te one «oo =O 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 


766 
767 Considered in Committee. 
769 ' 
77 1 (In the Committee.) 
di [Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
(da 
Clause 13 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 21, to leave out the words ‘expenses of a 
uf Council under this Act,’ and insert the words ‘expenditure out of 
a4 rates under this Act shall in no case exceed one-fourth of the whole 
sind expenditure on education by the education authority, and the expenses 
dns of that authority.’”—(J/r. Chaplin.) 
83 Question again proposed, “ That the words ‘expenses of a Council’ stand 
83 part of the Clause.” 
we Mr. Soares ... ine és wi oe ee ii .. 815 
86 Mr. Duke (Plymouth) _ ve ds i ss ORF 
pe Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Borough) ade ay “xs -- OED 
89 Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) se sien oi ... 820 
Mr. George White (Norfolk, N. W.) uw bs bd — ... 821 
90 Sir W. Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartford) _ ie ... 823 
9] Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R. , Pudsey). aio sis ». 825 
99 Major Rasch (Essex, ne ‘ “inl ve ... 826 
bs Mr. A. J. Balfour ks ‘ me sia = xs .. 829 
Mr. Chaplin aang a nos ios sn me iss ... 829 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ies ve us ve si ie ... 830 
Question put. 
95 The Committee divided :—Ayes, 291 ; Noes, 14. (Division List No. 501.) 


Mr. Soares ... is ee Po si ae 338 ae <a. 683 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 5, line 21, after the word ‘Council,’ to insert the words 
‘including the reasonable trav elling expenses of the members of the 
education committee.’ ”—( Mr. Soares.) 
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Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Bryce ... 

The Preside ont of the Local Government Board ¢ Mr. Walter Long, b Bristol, 8. 5.) 
Mr. Broadhurst... - 

Mr. Shackleton (Lancashir ‘, ‘Clitheroe) 

Mr Charles Allen (Gloucestershire, Stroud) , 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (W “iltshire, Cricklade) 
Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, I¥ “ansbeck) 

Mr John W ee Mid.) ... pa 

Mr. Butcher (York) 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman n (Stir ling Burghs) 
Sir John Gorst (Cambr _ banieieten 

Mr, Bell (Derby) 

Mr. Heywood Johnstone 

Mr, Samuel Evans .. 

Mr Lyttelton (WV ‘arwick and " Leamington)... 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“To leave out the first word ‘ the,’ and insert the word ‘ such.’ ”— 
(Mr. Lyttelton.) 


Question proposed, “ That the first word ‘ the,’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress : to sit again tomorrow. 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) (No. 2) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
Clause 1 :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed—‘“‘That Clause 1 stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— “That the Chairman do report 
Progress; and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Dalziel.) 


The Chancellor oft the Exe vedaad - Ritchie, sania 
Mr. Dalziel 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 23; Noes, 115. (Division List No. 502.) 
Question again proposed, “ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Dalziel... 
Mr. Ritchie ... 


Clauses 1 to 4 agreed to. 
Schedules agreed to. 


Bill reported, without Amendment ; to be read the third time tomorrow. 
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Bankers (Ireland) Act Repeal Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowtHer (Cumberland, Penrith), in the Chair. ] 


Clause 1 :— 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.)... ... 856 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, ‘Londonderry, N. :) ... 856 


Committee report progress ; to sit again tomorrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October 
last, adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after Twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 13TH NOVEMBER, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PETITIONS. 
BUSINESS OF THE HousE (STANDING ORDERS).—Petition from Royal and other 
burghs of Scotland, for a new Standing Order siti for the — 
of Bills; to lie upon the Table os --- 857 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION).— Petitions for abolition of restrictions: from 
Chesterfield ; Clay Cross; Pleasley ; and Cefn; to lie upon the Table ... 85 


a 
ou 
~I 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petitions against: from Bridgwater 
(three) ; Glasgow ; and Skipton ; to lie upon the Table et iba 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petitions for alteration: from Clay 
Cross ; Pleasley ; Cefn ; and Chesterfield ; to lie upon the Table ... ¢ 


a 
Cr 
~I 


FEES FOR BURIAL SERVICES IN PAROCHIAL CEMETERIES.—Petition from 
Shoreditch, for alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table... ben .. 857 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN TRADE.—Petitions for legislation ; from 
Chesterfield ; Clay Cross; Pleasley ; and Cefn; to lie upon the Table... 857 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoLoNnIAL Import Dutiks, 1902.—Copy presented, of Return relating to the 
rates of import duties levied upon the principal and other articles imported 
into the Colonies and other possessions of the United — for the 
year 1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... jm 857 


TREATY SERIES (No. 14, 1902).—Copy presented, of Convention between the 
United Kingdom and the United States of America respecting import 
duties in Zanzibar. Signed at Washington, 3lst May, 1902. Ratifications 
exchanged, 17th October, 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... 857 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SCHOOLMASTERS’ Houses.—Question, Mr. M’Kenna (Monmouthsire, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour os ae po Mes Vis ‘a 


Port ELLEN—DELAY OF MAILS. Riesssiici Mr. Nicol (Argyll); Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain oan ads on sina rr wie 


LONDON TELEGRAPH OPERATORS—QUALIFICATIONS.—Question, Mr. Claude 
Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Paciric CaBLE—Rates.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain le x tds eb ‘its 
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Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) ; Answer, Sir. William Anson ae 
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Mr. Ernest Gray ; Answer, Sir William Anson 
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MANAGERS.—Question, Mr. Mansfield : ere Spalding) ; Answer, 
Sir William Anson 7 ees ee 


EpucaTION BirLtL—MEMBERS OF EDUCATION COMMITTEE INTERESTED IN 
ConTRACTS.—Question, Mr. Mansfield ; Answer, Sir William Anson 
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Question, Lord Charles Beresford (Woolwich) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 
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Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas 
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Lord Cranborne i fis ae a ‘es eae re a 
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(Armagh 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham es ‘ ses one 
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Watford) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick in nie ou am she 
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Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 
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COUNTESTHORPE SCHOOL BoaRD.—Question, Mr. Logan, (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) ; Answer, The Secretary of the Board of Education _ William 
Anson, Oxford University) 


EDUCATION BILL—TRANSFERRED DENOMINATIONAL SCHOOLS. Aelia Mr. 
Herbert Samuel and Mr. Charles Allen inane, seutitede Answers, 
Sir William Anson 


LIMAVADY SESSIONS.—HENRY AND OTHERS v. HAMILL AND Moopy.— 
Question, Mr. Tully ; —— The rn for Ireland (Mr. 
Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) . a 


LONDONDERRY AND DONEGAL UNION BOUNDARIES. eit Mr. Doherty ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. son 
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Mr. Wyndham ... ae 


DISPENSARY Doctors aS CouNTy COUNCILLORS. — Question, Mr. vi : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham io wi ‘ . 


TEACHING OF THE IRISH LANGUAGE. niaaaited Mr. Tully 5 Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham os pas ‘ Pi its ous sae ene 


BELFAST PoLICcE.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
DROGHEDA SCHOOL TEACHER.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ne ae ree ve , 


IrisH UNION AMALGAMATION.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Mr. JosEPH Macau.ery, J.P.—Questions, Mr. Sloan and Mr. Tully ; sagsaaies 
Mr. Wyndhan ... on one ase - “we on san 


CARNDONAGH MAIL cenaneeeDinapinamadiee Mr. O’Doherty ; a, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ; a : Sd te 


EpucATION Britt RaTEe.—Question, Sir James Rankin (Herefordshire, Leomin- 
ster); Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Shang - 
A. J. Balfour, "Manchester, E.) s 


PROPOSED MINISTRY OF COMMERCE.—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, 
Romford); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour + wos pa =e oe 


NAVAL ADMINISTRATION. epee Sir William Allan : ES Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour one 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.]} 


Clause 13 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 21, after the word ‘council,’ to insert the words 
‘including the reasonable travelling expenses of the members of the 
Education Committee.’ ”—(Mr. Soares.) 
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Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 5, line 24, after the word ‘rate,’ to insert the words ‘or 
a separate rate to be made, assessed, and levied in like manner as the 
borough rate.’ ”—(Sir James Woodhouse. ) 
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the words ‘in manner provided by Section 33 of the Elementary Edu- 
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other than elementary within such urban district ; and (d).’”—(Mr. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
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Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 


{Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 13 :— 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 35, to leave out the words from the word ‘ Part,’ 
to the end of line 44.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question again proposed — 
“That the words ‘and the County Council’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 
Mr. Samuel Evans.. 
Mr, Bousfield (Hackney, WV.) 
Question put—— 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 155; Noes, 72. (Division List No. 506.) 
Mr. Runciman 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 5, line 36, after the word ‘shall,’ to insert the words, 
‘subject to notice to the local education authority.”—(Mr. Runciman.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Walter Long .. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Herbert Lewis... 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 36, to leave out the word ‘shall,’ and insert the 
words ‘may if they think fit.’”—(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word ‘shall’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ... 

Mr. Lloyd-George ... 

Mr. Laurence Hardy (Kent, Ashford) 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 36, after the word ‘ charge,’ to insert the words 


‘such portion as they think fit, not being less than one-half or more 
than three-fourths of.’ ”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to— 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, WV.) ... S bai = .-- 959 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 41, to leave out sub-Section (d).”—(Mr. Herbert 
Roberts.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘ the County Council shall’ stand part 
of the Clause.” 
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Question put, “ That the words ‘The County Council shall’ stand part of 
the Clause.’” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 232 ; Noes, 128. (Division List, No. 508.) 


It being after Eleven of the Clock, the CHAIRMAN, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 11th instant, proceeded successively to put 
forthwith the Question on the Amendments moved by the Government 
of which notice had been given, and on every Question necessary to 
dispose of the allotted business. 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 41, after the word ‘ raise’ to insert the words ‘such 
portions as they think fit, not being less than one-half or more than 
three-fourths of.’”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question put, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 232; Noes, 124. (Division List No. 509.) 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 5, line 42, after the word ‘ liabilities’ to insert the words, 
‘on account of loans.’”—(Sir William Anson.) 


Question put, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 236 ; Noes, 124, (Division List No. 510.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 44, at the end, toinsert the words ‘so far as it is 
within their area.’ ” —(Sir William Anson.) 
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Question put, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


The 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 238 ; Noes, 124. (Division List No. 511.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 12, at the end, to add the words, ‘(4) Where 
under any local Act the expenses incurred in any borough for the 
purposes of the Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to 1900, are payable 
out of some fund or rate other than the borough fund or rate, 
the expenses of the council of that bovough under this Act shall be 
payable out of that fund or rate instead of out of the borough fund or 
rate ; (5) Where any receipts or payments of money under this Act 
are entrusted by the local education authority to any committee or 
managers, the accounts of these receipts and payments shall be 
accounts of the local education authority.’ ”—(Sir William Anson,) 


Question put, “ That those words be there added.” 


The 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 234; Noes, 121. (Division List No. 512.) 


Question .put, “That the Clause as amended stand part of the Bill.” 


The 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 234; Noes, 125. (Division List No. 513.) 


Clause 14 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 6, line 18, after the word ‘ borough,’ to insert the words 
‘or urban district.’”—(Sir William Anson.) 


Question put, ‘That those words be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 219; Noes, 108. (Division List No. 514.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 19, to leave out the second word ‘borough.’ ”— 
(Sir William Anson.) 


Question put, “ That the word ‘ borough’ stand part of the Clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 102; Noes, 214. (Division List No. 515.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 19, at the end, to add the words ‘out of which 
the expenses of the Council under this Act are payable.’”—(Sir William 
Anson.) 


Question put, “That those words be there added.” 


The 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 204 ; Noes, 97. (Division List No. 516.) 


Question put, “That the Clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


The 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 199 ; Noes, 93. (Division List No. 517.) 


Clause 15 :— 


Amendment proposed-~— 


“In page 6, line 29, to leave out the words, ‘A local education 
authority,’ and insert the words, ‘An authority having powers under 
this Act.’”—(Sir William Anson.) 
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Question put, “ That the word proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 88 ; Noes, 189. (Division List No. 518.) 


Question put, ‘“ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 186 ; Noes, 85. (Division List No. 519.) 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 6, lines 38 and 39, to leave out the words, ‘which has 

power to adopt, or has adopted, Part III. of this Act.’”—(Sir William 
Anson.) 

Question put, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 85; Noes, 187. (Division List No. 520.) 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 6, line 43, to leave out the words from the word ‘ Act,’ 
to the end of the Clause, and to add the words, ‘and in that case the 
powers and duties of the authority under this Act shall cease, and the 
area of the authority, if the powers and duties relinquished include 


powers as to elementary education, shall as respects those powers and 
duties be part of the area of the County Council.’”—(Sir William Anson.) 


Question put, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


The Committee divided :-—Ayes 81; Noes, 183. (Division List No. 521.) 
Question put, “ That those words be there added.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 176; Noes, 81. (Division List No. 522.) 
Question put, “‘ That the Clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 178; Noes, 83. (Division List No. 523.) 


Clause 16 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 7, lines 10 and 11, to leave out the words, ‘as respects a 
Provisional Order constituting an Education Committee.’ ” —(Sir William 
Anson.) 


Question put, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 81 ; Noes, 173. (Division List No. 524.) 


Question put, “ That the words, ‘and any such scheme or any Provisional 
Order made for the purposes of such a scheme’ be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 168 ; Noes, 75. (Division List No. 526.) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 7, line 19, at the end, to add the words ‘as a scheme for 
establishing an Education Committee under this Act.’”—(Sir William 
Anson.) 
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Question put, “That those words be there added.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 167 ; Noes, 75. (Division List No. 527.) 
Question put, “That the Clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 166 ; Noes, 71. (Division List No. 528.) 
Clause 17 :— 

Question put, “That the Clause stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 61; Noes, 154. (Division List No. 529.) 
The CHAIRMAN left the Chair to make his Report to the House. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October 
last, adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at Three o’clock a.m. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 7, line 41, at end, to insert the words ‘(4) In this Act 
the words “persons” and “ managers,” shall include women.’ ”—(JJr. 
Bryce.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ... roe ‘ss ak es ee ro ... 1066 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Whitley eee - ar ‘i ~ ese ais ..- 1066 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 3, at end, to insert the words ‘The powers of a 
local education authority under this Act shall include the provision of 
vehicles or the payment of reasonable travelling expenses for teachers or 
children attending school wherever the local education authority shall 
consider such provision or payment required by the circumstances of 
their district or any part thereof.’”—(Mr. Whitley.) 
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1062 Amendment agreed to. 

1062 

1063 Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 3, to add, as a new sub-Section, ‘(5) In this Act 
1064 the expression “college” includes any educational institution, 
whether residential or not.’ ”—(Sir William Anson.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there added.” 


Mr, Lloyd-George ... mi wee is had ‘ae da ... 1067 
fr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) ... inde oe eee ... 106% 
Sir Robert Finlay ... nea snk san aie ose . 1061 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“ After the word ‘ institution’ to insert the words ‘not being a 
theological college.’”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 





Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


064 Sir Robert Finlay ... 4 sat ve - a ies ... 1068 
065 Mr. Lloyd-George ... ss = o. as wa ve ..- 1068 


Question put. 
Committee divided :—Ayes, 94 ; Noes, 191. (Division List No. 530.) 
Words [of Sir WILLIAM ANSON’s Amendment] inserted. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 4, to leave out the words ‘local education 
authority ’ and insert the word ‘ couneil.’”—(Sir William Anson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


66 Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 7, at end, to add: ‘And shall include power to 
provide or assist in providing scholarships for, and to pay or assist in 
paying the fees of, students ordinarily resident in the area of the local 
education authority at schools or colleges or hostles within or without 
that area.’ 


: **(6) The county councillors elected for an electoral division con- 
56 sisting wholly of a borough or urban district, whose council is a local 
education authority for the purpose of Part III. of this Act, or of some 
part of such a borough or district shall not act or vote in respect of 
; any question arising before the County Council as regards matters 
6 under Part III. of this Act. 


“«(7) A woman is not disqualified, either by sex or marriage, for 
being on any body of managers or Education Committee under this 
Act.’ ”—(Sir William Anson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) ... -_ ine per .. 107 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 8, line 8, to leave out sub-Section (6), and insert the 
words ‘For the purposes of this Act the census of 1901, until super- 
seded by any future census, shall be the test of population.’ ”—(Sir 
Edward Strachey.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out, stand part of 


the Clause.” 
Sir Robert Finlay ... . 1072 
Mr. Samuel Evans... aie . 1072 


Question put— 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 102; Noes, 99. (Division List No. 531.) 
Question put, “That the Clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 206 ; Noes, 101. (Division List No. 532.) 


It being half-past Four of the Clock, the CHAIRMAN, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 11th instant, proceeded successively to put 
forthwith the Question on the Amendments moved by the Government 
of which notice had been given, and on every question necessary to 
dispose of the allotted business. 

Clause 19 :— 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 8, line 10, after the second word ‘the,’ to insert the 
words ‘ First and.’”—(Sir William Anson.) 

Question put, ‘“ That those words be there inserted.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 205 ; Noes, 84. (Division List No. 533.) 

Question put, “ That the Clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 204 ; Noes, 93. (Division List No. 534.) 


Clause 20 :— 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 8, line 31, to leave out from the word ‘authorities’ to 
the end of line 35, and insert the words, ‘the period during which 
local authorities may, under the Education Act, 1901, as renewed by 
the Education Act (1901) (Renewal) Act, 1902, empower School 
Boards to carry on the work of the schools and classes to which these 
Acts relate shall be extended to the appointed day, and in the case of 
London to the twenty-sixth day of March, nineteen hundred and 
four.’”—(Sir William Anson.) 


Question put “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 65; Noes, 204. (Division List No. 535.) 


Words inserted. 
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Question put, “ That the Clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 197; Noes, 89. (Division List No. 536.) 

Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 

EDUCATION ENGLAND AND WALES (GRANTS). 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it is expedient to authorise 
the payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of certain 
annual grants to local education authorities in pursuance of any Act of 
the present session to make further provision with respect to education 
in England and Wales.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 

It being after half-past Four of the Clock, the CHAIRMAN, in pursuance of 
the Order of the House of the 11th instant, proceeded to put the 
Question forthwith. 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 191 ; Noes, 46. (Division List No. 537.) 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next. 


Supreme Court of Judicature Bill [Lords].—Read the third time, and 


passed with amendments. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October 
last, adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six o’clock till Monday next. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Lieut Raitways ACT, 1896.—Orders made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade— 


I. Authorising the construction of: (1) A light railway in the 
~ county of Southampton from Bentley to Borton; (2) Light railways 
in the city of Wakefield, the borough of Osset, and in the townships of 
Horbury, Lofthouse-with-Carlton, Thorpe, Rothwell, Landal-Magna, 
Oulton-with-W oodlesford, and in the parishes of Rothwell, EastArdsley, 
and Outwood, in the West Riding of the County of York ; (3) Light rail- 
ways in the borough of Morley and the urban districts of Birkenshaw, 
Drighlington, and Gomersal in the West Riding of the county of 
York ; and for other purposes. 


II. Amending: (1) The Crowland and District Light Railways 
Order, 1898 ; (2) The South Norfolk Light Railway Order, 1898... 1097 
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MERCANTILE. MARINE (SEAMEN EmPLOYED).—Return of the number, ages, 
ratings, and nationalities of the seamen employed on the 31st day of March, 
1901, on vessels registered under Part I. of the Merchant t Shipping Act, 
1894, in the British Islands... =o one 1097 


TRADE UNIONS, BoarD oF TRADE (LABOUR DePARTMENT).—Report by the 
Chief Labour Correspondent of the Board of Trade, on trade unions in 
1901 ; with comparative statistics for 1892-1900... <p aa .-» 1097 


CoLon1AL Import Duties, 1902.—Return relating to the rates of import duties 
levied upon the principal and other articles imported into the Colonies and 
other Possessions of the United Kingdom. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table ... inns --. 1007 


SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1884.—Treasury minute, dated 10th November, 1902, 
declaring that James Bowden, Royal Laboratory, War Office, was appointed 
without a Civil Service certificate through inadvertence on the part of the 
head of his department... an ve wn oes ses aie .- 1097 


DiskASES OF ANIMALS Acts, 1894 AND 1896.—Two orders, dated respectively 
the 7th and 10th days of November, 1902, the former entitled the Bristol 
(Avonmouth Dock) Foreign Animals Wharf Order of 1902, and the latter 
revoking three Orders relating to the landing in Great Britain of animals 
brought from the Channel Islands __... wn sis _ no ... 1098 


CoMPANIES (WINDING-UP).—Eleventh general annual report by the Board of 
Trade under Section 29 of the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890 - eee 1098 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE MARKS Act, 1888.—Rule amending Rule 7 of 
the Register of Patent Agents’ Rules, 1889. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... 1098 


BanKRuptcy.—Return respecting : laid before the House (pursuant to order of 
6th of June last), and to be printed. (No. 186.) ... au isd ... 1098 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bexhill and vena hemmed crmmmammamuand eee | 3%, and 
passed... . 1098 


REPRESENTATION IN House oF LORDS OF THE BOARD OF TRADE. 
The Lord President of the Cownceil (The Duke of Devonshire) ... ..- 1099 


Standing Orders XX XIX. and XLV. considered (according to Order), and 
suspended for this day’s Sitting. 


Water Provisional Order Bill.—Moved that the order made on the 14th 
day of March last, “ That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after Thursday the 
19th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 
2* (The Lord Wolverton) ; agreed to ; Bill read 2 accordingly : Committee 
negatived. Then (Standing Orders Nos. XXXIX. and XL¥. aiihties been 
suspended) Bill read 3*, and passed... ‘ .- 1099 


Lanarkshire (Middle Ward District) Water Order Confirmation Bill ; 
Dumbarton Corporation (Further Powers) Order Confirmation Bill; Wick 
Burgh Extension Order Confirmation Bill.—Read 3* manne s to order), 
and passed owe one one on ons on ... 1099 
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Patent Law Amendment Bill.—Order of the day for the Second Reading 
read. 


Lord Wolverton 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Wolverton.) 


Lord Davey 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of ‘Halsbury) 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


Supreme Court of Judicature Bill [H...].—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments : the said Amendments to be printed; and 
to be considered on Thursday next. (No. 187.) aa 2 


House adjourned at Ten minutes before Five o’clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 17TH NOVEMBER, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER.—Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had 
received a letter relating to the Imprisonment of a Member : he 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LoRDs.—That they have agreed to— 


Water Provisional Order Bill, 

Lanarkshire (Middle Ward District) Water Order Confirmation Bill, 
Dumbarton Corporation (Further Powers) Order Confirmation Bill, 
Wick Burgh Extension Order Confirmation Billi, 

Bexhill and Rotherfield Railw ay (Abandonment) Bill. 


Amendments to— 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill [Lords], 

Charing Cross, Euston and Hampstead Railway Bill [Lords], 

Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill [Lords], 

North-West London Railway Bill [Lords], 

Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, &c.) Bill | Lords j, 
without Amendment... a ae eve ea i 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND asa Bitt.—Petition from Sheffield, against ; to 
lie upon the Table P si ids ae mr ‘ 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions in favour: from Litile 
Woolton ; Southampton ; and Garston ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 1896.—Copies presented, of two Orders 
dated respectively the 7th and 10th November, 1902, the former entitled 

the Bristol (Avonmouth Dock) Foreign Animals Wharf Order of 1902, 
and the latter revoking three Orders relative to the landing in Great 
Britain of animals eangae from the Channel Islands is [by iis to lie upon 

; . 1104 


the Table 


. 1099 


-s2 Se 
- 1102 


. 1103 


. 1103 


we AOS 


. 1104 


. 1104 














Ixxviii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Nov. 17.) Page 
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November, 1902, declaring that James Bowden, Royal Laboratory, War 
Office Department, was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate 
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Lonpox WATER AREA.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 6th 
November ; -J/r. engi to lie hea the Table, and to be Soiaaame [No. 
374.) ... -- 1105 
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Empire, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, and the United 
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of Military operations conducted in Samoa in the year 1899. Given at 
Stockholm, 14th October, 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... 1105 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SourH ArricAN WAr—MEDALS FoR TRANSPORT OFFICERS.—Question, Sir 
Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster ... ee das ee > oe sli io wa ss 2205 
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EpucatioN Bitt—PositIon OF ATTENDANCE OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. Joseph 
Howard (Middlesex, Tottenham) ; Answer, Sir William Anson _... ... 1106 
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Sir James Woodhouse (Huddersfield) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... ... 1106 


Non-PAYMENT OF RATES (SCOTLAND) RETURN.—Question, Mr. Caldwell 
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EDUCATION BiLL—LEASED SCHOOLS. “1 geet Mr. ernie a 
shire, E.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ; ae .. 1130 
BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... oe na ns pret sos BEBE 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) GRANTS [14TH NOVEMBER |—REPoRT. 
Resolution reported: “ That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out 
of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of certain annual grants to 
local education authorities in pursuance of any Act of the present 
Session to make further provision with respect to education in England 
and Wales.” 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman _... ... 1132 
Sir Charles Dilice (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ... 1133 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; wo« LESS 
Mr. Robson (South Shields) sat ces, MOOT 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... was. L239 
Mr. Channing (Nor thamptonshire, EB). «+. BbIS9 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) .. 1141 
Sir Edward Strachey ( Somersetshire, 5 ... 1142 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ae» . 1142 
Resolution agreed to. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... . 1144 
New Clause (Aid Grant)—(Mr. 4. J. Balfour)—brought up and read a first 
time. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 
Sir Charles Dilke ... P litt 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N. “ 1148 
Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford)... bes 1151 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) rie sig 1153 
Sir H. Meysey-Thompson te caaalaragaaaa Handswor fA)... 1154 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, N.) .. , ve Bes Li54 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause read a second time. 
1155 


Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) 


Amendment proposed to the Clause— 
“In line 1, to leave out the words, ‘ And under Section 97 of the 
Elementary Education Act, 1870, as amended by the Elementary 
Education Act, 1897. »_( My, Ernest Gray.) 


VOL CXIV. [FourtH Sertzs.] f 
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Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour... 

Sir Charles Dilke ... sas pet 

Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ... 

Mr. Emmott (Oldham) _... fie - 
Mr. D. J. Morgan (Essex, Walthamstow)... 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 6, to leave out ‘a sum equal to 4s. per scholar’ in order 
to insert ‘ Wherever the product of 1d. rate in the area of the authority 
is more than 2s. 6d. per scholar, a sum equal to 3s. per scholar.’ ”— 
(Mr. Louis Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ... 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles ... 
Sir Robert Finlay ... 


Amendment made to the Clause— 


“In line 8, after the words ‘twopence,’ by inserting the words 
‘ per scholar.’ ”—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In line 9, to the Clause, as amended, to leave out the word 


‘authority,’ and insert the words ‘parish served by the schools.’ ”— 
(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘authority’ stand part of the Clause, 
as amended.”—(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


Sir Robert Finlay (Inverness Burghs) 
Sir Charles Dilke ... — men én 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 206; Noes, 85. (Division List No. 538.) 
Mr. M‘Kenna 

Amendment moved— 


“In line 9, at end, to add— provided that in estimating the 
produce of a 1d. rate in the area of the local education authority, not 
being a county borough, the rate shall be calculated on the assessment 
for county rates.’”—(Mr. M‘Kenna.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 

116 Sir Robert Finlay ... pak si i oh se ro ioe 
re Mr. Herbert Lewis... ae see oi oe a sac <0 ae 
oon Mr. Trevelyan ee Lo aa rat sane ic Be vee, DET 

= 0 nlar , ee pi fi ee coe pea A 
163 Sir Robert Finlay ... as 11 
AGS Mr. M‘Kenna’s Amendment was withdrawn, and the words suggested by 

the Attorney-General were agreed to. 

163 Amendment proposed to the Clause, as amended— 

‘To leave out from the word ‘but,’ in line 10, to the word ‘ accord- 
ingly,’ in line 15, both inclusive, and insert the w ords, ‘If in any year 
the total amount of Parliamentary grants payable to the local 
education authority would snake the ‘amount payable out of other 
sources by that authority, on account of their expenses under Part 
III. of this Act, less than the amount which would be produced by a 
rate of 3d. in the pound, the Parliamentary grant shall be decreased, 
and the amount payable out of other sources shall be increased mf a 
sum equal in each case to half the difference.’”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 

164 
Question proposed, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause, as amended.” 
164 Dr. Macnamara 1173 
165 : 
Question put, and negatived. 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Dr. Maecnamara . 1173 
165 Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 

“To leave out all the words after the word ‘ But,’ and insert the 
words, ‘the total amount paid to any local education authority on 
account of all the Parliamentary grants in respect of elementary 
education, including the grant under this Section, shall not in any 
year exceed four-fifths of the total expenses of the authority under 
Part III. of the Act, and the amount payable under this Section to a 
local education authority shall, where necessary, be reduced accord- 
ingly.’ ”—(Dr. Macnamara.) 

66 ; 

66 Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 

67 the proposed Amendment.” 
Sir Robert Finlay ... ea ees ee bits sd sig scot DTS 
Mr. Whitley a ne ss fe os Meee 
ry Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, WR Morley) : fs oe sas REE 

, Macnamara ... ii is ia oe SEOO 

69 : 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 219; Noes, 99. (Division List No. 539.) 
Words inserted. 
Sir Charles Dilke ... ia ite ssi “ea i a <«o 219 
Jf? 
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Amendment proposed— 


“ After the words last inserted, to insert in the Clause the words, 
‘(2) The amount paid under this Section shall be allocated by the local 
education authority in the first instance to the expenses referred to in 
paragraphs (c) and (d) of sub-Section 1 of Section 13, if any such 
expenses are incurred by them.’”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ... xt aes se ass oe ae oo» LES] 
Mr. Alfred Hutton ... be is ies i = ‘ae ... 1182 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... os a a sls we we ... 1182 
Mr. Channing a ve ae cm = ve oe ... 1182 
Mr. Samuel Evans ... sia a ne a sie an .. 1183 
Dr. Maenamara ... es “a me wis ie oe ... 1184 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 95; Noes, 213. (Division List No. 540.) 


It being half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair t> make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 
[Mr. J. W. LowTHErR (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Question proposed, “ That the proposed New Clause (Aid Grant), as amended, 
be added to the Bill.” 


Sir Edward Strachey ads aca es = ae Pe os 1 
Sir Robert Finlay ... an aoe aise ae wes oa -.- 1190 
Mr. Alfred Hutton nee aos re a ae ... 1190 
Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N. ) os ve oe sa ass «+ EEQ2 
Mr. Ernest Gray ... mes Me — «1, BESS 
Mr. Luke White (Yorkshire, E. R., » Buckrose) Py oe ay ... 1193 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... Ror a re ... 1193 
Sir Robert Finlay . ase nt at ve ... 1193 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dunder). on ae ss ae ... 1196 
Mr. Walter Long ... one S ae ak sa Ee ... 1197 
Mr. Bryce ... ca ais ia er + és bis a. Sa 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause added. 


New Clause :— 

“(1) Nothing in this Section shall affect any endowment, or the 
discretion of any trustees in respect thereof: Provided that, where under 
the trusts or other provisions affecting any endowment the income 
thereof must be applied in whole or in part for those purposes of a 
public elementary school for which provision is to be made by the local 
education authority, the whole of the income or the part thereof, as the 
case may be, shall be paid to that authority, and in case part only of 
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Mr. Bryce ... 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 


House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again tomorrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October 


last, adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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such income must be so applied, and there is no provision under the 
said trusts or provisions for determining the amount which represents 
that part, that amount shall be determined in case of difference between 
the parties concerned by the Board of Education. (2) Any money 
arising from an endowment and paid to a County Council for those 
purposes of a public elementary school for which provision is to be made 
by the Council, shall be credited by the Council, in aid of the rate levied 
for the purposes of Part III. of this Act in the parish or parishes served 
by the school for the purposes of which the sum is paid, or if the Council 
so direct shall be paid to the overseers of the parish or parishes in the 
proportions directed by the Council, and applied by the overseers in aid 
of the poor rate levied in the parish.” "(Sir William Anson.) 
Brought up, and read the first time. 
Question proposed, “ ‘That the Clause be now read a second time.” 
Mr. Edmund Robertson . 1200 
Mr. M‘Kenna . 1200 
Mr. Bryce ... ..- 1201 
Mr. A. K. Loyd (Berkshire Abingdon) . 1202 
Sir William Anson ..- 1202 
Mr. Herbert Lewis ... ... 1203 
Mr. Bryce ... ... 1204 
Mr. Grifith Boscawen (Kent, Tonbridge) ... 1206 
Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) ra .-. 1208 
Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) . ... 1209 
Mr. George White chia N. W) ... 1209 
Mr. Samuel Evans.. fe ... 1210 
Sir William Anson .-. 1212 
Mr.. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) . ... 1214 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) oo AZEG 
Sir Wiliiam Anson ae ‘ . 1217 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 182; Noes, 75. (Division List No. 541.) 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice 1221 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn line 1, to leave out the words ‘(1) Nothing in this section 
shall affect any "endowment, or the discretion of any trustees in respect 
thereof. Provided that.’”—(Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice.) 
Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 
Sir William Anson . 1221 
Mr. M‘Kenna . 1222 
Mr. Whitley .. 1222 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen .. 1223 
. 1223 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 18th NOVEMBER, 1902. 

ROYAL ASSENT. 


Commission.—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :— 
Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1). 
Water Provisional Order. 
Lanarkshire (Middle Ward District) Water Order Confirmation. 
Dunbarton Corporation (Further Powers) Order Confirmation. 
Wick Burgh Extension Order Confirmation. 
Richmond Hill (Preservation of View). 
South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways. 
Baker Street and Waterloo Railway. 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway. 
Edgware and Hampstead Railway. 
North-West London Railway, 
Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, &c.). 
Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway (Abandonment) sl ro .-- 1225 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES.—No. 2914. Japan (Kobe). 


Samoa No. 1 (1902).—Decision given by His Majesty Oscar II., King of Sweden 
and Norway, as arbitrator under the Convention signed at Washington the 
7th of November, 1899, between the German Empire, the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland, and the United States of America, relating to 
the statement of certain claims on account of military operations conducted 
in Samoa in the year 1899; given at Stockholm, 14th October, 1902. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table ... sos eve 1225 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts, 1853-1891.—Licence to be at large granted by His 
Majesty to Henry Goodwin under the Provisions of the Penal Servitude Acts, 
1853-1891, to which are annexed conditions other than those contained in 
Schedule “A” of the Penal Servitude Act, 1864; laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... fee a wo. 1225 


House adjourned at Four o’clock, to Thursday next, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 18TH NOVEMBER, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
CoMMISsION.— Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
The House went ; and, being returned— 
ROYAL ASSENT. 
Mr. 1238) reported the Royal Assent to a number of Bills [see page 
1225 we: ae , tee en sas is 
PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN CaTTLE (IMPORTATION).—Petitions for abolition of restrictions : from 
Coatbridge ; Burnbank ; Grahamston ; Shettleston ; to lie upon the Table 1 ‘ 


EpvucaTIon (ENGLAND AND WALES) Brtu.—Petitions against: from Maulden; ' 
Hamilton ; Sheffield ; and Suffolk ; to lie upon the Table .. ie ey. 
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EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Burnbank ; Shettleston ; i as and Grahamston; to lie upon the 


Table 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND a BiLu.—Petition from Anfield, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... “ - oo ane se pur ove 


I.0CAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Sleat, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ae oa ae pa Re: aoe ree ase 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN TRADE.—Petition for legislation ; from Coat- 
bridge ; Burnbank ; Grahamston ; and Shettleston ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts (CONDITIONAL LICENCE).—Copy presented of licence 
granted to Henry Goodwin, a convict, permitting him to be at large, to 
which are annexed conditions other than those contained in Schedule “A” of 
The Penal Servitude Act, 1864 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) Act, 1889 (ORDINANCE).—Copy presented of 
University Court Ordinance No. VI. (Glasgow No. 2) (Regulations for 
Degrees in Science in Public Health) [by saaieig to lie voeasini the — and 
to be printed. [No. 375] “a ose 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Civit Service EXxAMINATIONS—ENTRANCE FEES.—Question, Mr. Philipps 
(Pembroke) ; Answer, Mr. Hayes Fisher ode ose ose oe 


Navy—Cost or TRAINING SEAMEN.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth (Caithness- 
shire); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... a ae one oa ane 


H.M.S. “TerriBLteE”—CuristmMAs LeAVE.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... oe ea ae ba aa nea 


EpucaTion BrLL—AGRICULTURAL GRANT.—Question, Mr. Luke White (York- 
shire, E.R., Buckrose) ; Answer, Sir William Anson oon és ose 


APPOINTMENT OF SCHOOL MANAGERS.—Question, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) ; Answer, Sir William Anson od “we ni oad 


RESPONSIBILITY OF SCHOOL BuILDINGS.—Question, Mr. Mansfield; Answer, 
Sir William Anson nett a sae si ve oad pee 


EpUCATION COMMITTEES—DELEGATION OF WorK TO LocAaL COMMITTEE.— 
Question, Mr. —_ A. Pease cine Saffron hcemaanie Answer, Sir 
Robert Finlay . ee 


Position oF Cann, Hutt District.—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair + 
Romford) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ig ‘ ‘ 


ARREST OF Mr. Lyncu, M.P.—Question, Mr. Johnstone an, sieaniande : 
Answer, Sir Robert Finlay we ade 0s 


TREATMENT OF JEWS IN ROUMANIA.—Question, nae Evans-Gordon (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne.. ; - ian es 


IRELAND—RAILWAY LoANs—CARNDONAGH—CALDUFF RAILWAY. is casa 
Mr. O’Doherty (Donegal, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham i i 
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STATE PURCHASE OF IRISH RAILWAYS.—Question, Mr. SE Answer, 
Mr. Wyndhan .. _ ee site ‘ oo nse ws 


CAVALRY AND INFANTRY OFFICERS’ ENTRANCE EXAMINATIONS.—Question, Mr. 


Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


ARMY PROMOTIONS—LENGTH OF SERVICE.—Question, Sir R. Penrose-Fitzgerald 
(Cambridge) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick... ia ail itd a ak 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


IsLAND OF LEwis—SoctaL ConpiTion.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Bute- 
shire) ‘ oe bas = _ ae o 


AIRD SCHOOL PLAYGROUND, STORNOWAY.——Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
A. Graham Murray a ise pe ae deus aoe 


ISLAND. OF LEwis—LocaL GOVERNMENT INSPECTION.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray ~“ dive aad nie ae 


Mip-WEEK UNITED STATES Marts.—Question, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) ; Answer, The Postmaster-General (Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain, Worcestershire, E.) S aie OF eas 


SToRNOWAY Mart SeERvicE.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ms ous ae ay a ae ie eat 


St. Joun’s CyurcH Day ScHOOLS, SUTTON-ON-PLYM.—Question, Mr. Charles 
M’Arthur ; Answer, The Secretary of the Board of Education (Sir Williain 
Anson, Oxford University) . ‘ sth “ 


PLYMTREE SCHOOLROOM.— Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ; 
Answer, Sir William Anson ahs mae Ge a sie = 


IRISH-SPEAKING MAGISTRATES AND Post OFFICE O#¥ICIALS.— Question, Mr, 
Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, The Chief dectnanaie for Ireland - Wynd- 


ham, Dover) 


GANT FOR PUBLICATION OF IRISH MSS. Dinaaiseites Mr. Tati Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ve ie ae : F * oa ax 


MICHAEL MULDOWNEY.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—INDIAN BupGer DEBATE.—Questions, Mr. Weir and 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ; Answers, The Prime Minister and First Lord 
of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ; nid 


CHINA SQUADRON—SuppPly oF NEw ZEALAND CoAL.—Questions, Mr. D. A. 
Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil); Answers, The Civil Lord of the saapnsastd 
(Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, W oodbridge)... fax 


War Orrice CLOTHING ConTRACTS.—Question, Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, 


Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


CoMMISSIONS FOR MILITIA OFFICERS. Rihaantivie a Norton en 
W.); Answer, Lord Stanley : ine ; 


ARMY CANTEENS.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Lord Stanley 
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UGANDA Rattway RatEs.—Question, Mr. Johnstone ; Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) .. 1241 


INCOME TAx RETURNS.—Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ni sus " ... 1241 
OSBORNE EstaTE BILL—WILL OF QUEEN VICTORIA.—Question, Mr. Caldwell 
(Lanarkshire, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie i ee sis 1241 


CO-OPERATIVE SOCIETIES AND INCOME TAx.—Questions, Mr. Lambert ; 
Answers, Mr. Ritchie ... ; a ots a xi $e .-. 1242 
NATIONAL EXPENDITURE.—Ordered, that a message be sent to the Lords to 
request that their Lordships will be pleased to give leave to the Lord Welby 
to attend to be examined as a witness before the Select Committee on 


National Expenditure.—(Sir James Fergusson) . 1242 
Local Government Act (1888) Amendment (London) (No. 2) Bill.— 
Orders for Second Reading read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn ... 1242 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowr#er (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Amendment proposed— 
“In line 1, to leave out the words: ‘(1) Nothing in this Act 
shall affect any endowment, or the discretion of any trustee in respect 
thereof: provided that.’”—(Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice.) 


Question again proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Clause.” 


Mr, Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) .. 1243 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) .. 1243 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax)... ... 1244 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (W% iltshire, Cr icklade) . 1244 

’ Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) ; ... 1245 
. 1245 


Mr. Duncan (Yorkshire, W.h., Otley)... a 
The Secretary of the Board of Education Apafls W “illiam: ‘Anson, Oxford 


University) .. 1245 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) . 246 
Sir William Tomlinson (Preston)... 1247 
Mr. Corrie Grant ( Warwickshire, Rughy) 1247 
Stir William Anson ‘ 1248 
Mr. Samuel Evans 1248 
~ Mr. Osmond Williams (Merionethshire) . ... 1249 
The Prime Minister and the First Lord inn the » Treasury (Mr. A, J, 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) ™ ; .. 1250 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8S.) . .. 1251 
Colonel Denny (K ilmarnock Buryhs) . 1251 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid.) .. 1252 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. .. 1253 
Sir H. Campbeil- Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) .. 1255 
Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey) + : .. 1255 
Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) .. 1256 
. 1253 


Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 172; Noes, 93. (Division List No. 542.) 

Mr. Samuel Evans ... wes aie on ove ‘os soe --- 1260 
Amendment proposed— 


“In line 2, after the word ‘ where,’ to insert the words ‘on the 
first day of January, nineteen hundred and one.’”—(Mr. Samuel 


Evans.) 

Question proposed, ‘“ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ... ie _— ie ous was sit .-- 1261 
Mr, Lloyd-George ... jas ove sot si one one .-. 1262 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 100; Noes, 199. (Division List No. 543.) 


Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) re ed oe a ... 1267 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 2, to leave out the words ‘ trusts or other provisions,’ and 
insert the words ‘original trusts.’ ”—-(Mr. Soares.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Sir “4 ‘illiam Anson P ie _ vie Po ... 1269 
Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N. ) ve ses a - ... 1269 
Dr. F paar (Camberwell, N.)... ne os data sie ... 1270 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... oe ‘ae au ane oie aoe .. 1271 
Mr. Bryce ... ae ee sss ne ... 1272 
Mr. Logan (Leicestershire, Harborough a Bie isa we ... 1273 
Mr. Soares ... see ee ies oe ... 1274 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 218 ; Noes, 93. (Division List No. 544.) 
Jr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) ... oe — oun SE 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 3, to leave out the word ‘ must,’ and to insert the word 
‘may.’ "—(Mr. "Whiteley. ) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ must’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Sir William Anson... me oa one ree ie nee os BGS 
Mr. Corrie Grant ... ree eas nee wal a eae soo Bate 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 221 ; Noes, 105. (Division List No. 545.) 

Mr. Samuel Evans... re “ sis ins ads wae .- 1281 
Amendment proposed — 


“In line 4, to leave out the words from the word ‘applied’ to 
the word ‘Education,’ in line 11, inclusive, and insert the words ‘by 
express provisions of the trust in whole or in part exclusively for the 
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purpose of giving instruction in religious subjects in a public elemen- 
tary school, and for no other purpose ; the income or part thereof, as 
the case may be, shall be paid to the managers for that purpose, and in 
all other cases, and subject thereto, the income or the residue thereof, 
as the case may be, shall be paid to the education authority.’”—(Mr. 
Samuel Evans). 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘in whole or in part for’ stand part 
of the Clause.” 


Sir William Anson... ee oe a see a ore ioe, BES 
Mr. M‘Kenna is iis See = ass eee 1284 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, z) vee is ose on --- 1284 
Mr. Bryce ... ra me oat sete ... 1285 
Mr. Corrie Grant . ee ms ie me we a a. 1285 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 277 ; Noes, 118. (Division List No. 546.) 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... oe wee nee one one ou ... 1289 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 4, to leave out the word ‘those,’ and insert the word 
‘the.’ ”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the word ‘those’ stand part of the Clause.” 
prop p 


Sir William Anson ace ae: baa ay ah ah ose 2292 
Mr. Samuel Evans he sa Ad te Ee a «o bueo 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, B.) — ... nae ee aes aia es .-. 1293 
Mr. Corrie Grant... Ae oe ao he ats Le w.. 1294 
Mr. Soares.. re oe, oie _ ee 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, . “Forest of Dean) - ves --- 1295 
Mr. Herbert Lewis. oa ie ns a ... 1296 


Question put, 
The Committee divided: Ayes, 235; Noes, 120. (Division List No. 547.) 

Mr. Corrie Grant ... se ee ae a rp ea aaa. 1299 
Amendment proposed-— 


“In line 4, to leave out the words ‘of a public elementary 
school.’ ”—( Mr. Corrie Grant. ) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Sir William Anson ann <e oe ..- 1301 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yor. orkshire, W.R. , Elland) si v0 — ..- 1302 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 235 ; Noes, 114. (Division List No. 548.) 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... one one ose eee ies oe .-» 1305 


a 








x¢cii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Nov. 18.] Page 
Amendment proposed— 
‘‘In line 11, after the word ‘ Education,’ to insert the words ‘ but 
the decision of the Board of Education shall not be given until after 
a local inquiry, of which ten days’ previous notice shall be given to 
to the local education authority and to the minor local authority, shall 
have been first held by the Board of Education.’”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 
Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir, William Anson . 1306 
Mr. Bryce ... +» 1307 
— - 1307 


Mr. Samuel Evans 7 


It being after half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 11, after the word ‘ Education,’ to insert the words ‘but 
the decision of the Board of Education shall not be given until after a 
local inquiry, of which ten days’ previous notice shall be given to the 
local education authority and to the minor local authority, shall have 
been first held by the Board of Education.’”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Samuel Evans 

Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tonbridge)... 
Sir William Anson : 
Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N. ) 

Sir William Anson ; 

Mr, Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) 

Mr. Lloyd-George ... ws 

Sir Francis Powell (W igan) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 11, after the word ‘ education,’ to insert the words ‘ but 
if a local inquiry is demanded by the local education authority the 
decision of the Board of Education shall not be given until after a 
local inquiry, of which ten days’ previous notice shall be given to the 
local education authority and to the minor local authority and to the 
trustees, shall have been first held by the Board of Education.’ ”—(Sir 
William Anson.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
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Mr. Lloyd-George ... se in mo on and nan .- 1314 
Mr. Bousfield “ ae oot oak we 1315 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) .. ve sim _ -- 1315 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 70; Noes, 183. (Division List No. 560.) 


Clause amended by inserting after the word “ existing,” in line 9, the word 
“ owners.” —(Mr. Laurence Hardy.) 


Mr. Herbert Lewis ... 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 15, at the end, to insert the words, ‘ before such Order is 
made, reasonable notice thereof, with a copy of the draft Order, shall be 


9”? 


given by the Board of Education to the local education authority.’ ”— 
(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


uestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
propo 


Mr. Lloyd-George ... 
Sir Robert Finlay ... 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Bryce ... 


Committee report Progress; to sit again tomorrow. 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) (No. 2) Bill—Order for Third Reading 


read. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read 
the third time.” 


Mr. Alfred Davies (Camarthen Boroughs) hae ee 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time and passed. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 16th October 
last, adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at three minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 


{COMMONS} 





CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Questions, 4 


Licensing Act, 1902—Police Assistance to 
Publicans. 

Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, S.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether, as promised, a 
circular pointing out to the police ther 
duties in assisting publicans to keep the 
law has yet been issued. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I understand that the hon. 
Member has in mind a promise given by 
my right hon. friend, the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, with special 
reference to Section 4 of the Licensing 
Act, 1902. In pursuance of that promise, 
I have inserted in one of the circulars 
which I am about to issue on the Act a 


| paragraph pointing out that the police 
Importation of Basic Slag. | should of course continue to assist licence- 

Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, | holders in keeping the law by warning 
Camlachie): To ask the President of the| the person in charge of the premises if 
Board of Agriculture whether he is| they see a drunken person entering them, 
aware that quantities of spurious basic | and by helping, at the request of the 


slag have been imported recently into 
the United Kingdom ; that a foreigner | 
has been apprehended on a charge of | 
alleged fraud in connection with these | 
importations and committed to take his | 
trial in London; whether he will watch | 
these proceedings in the interest of his | 
Department and take steps, and, if so, | 
what steps, to prevent farmers being | 
imposed upon by this article, sold as con- 
taining a percentage of phosphoric acid | 
much in excess of the actual facts. | 


licence-holder or his agent, to expel from 
the premises any person who is drunk, 
quarrelsome, or disorderly. 


Sale of Old Brass Work from London 
Bridge. 

Str JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): To ask thehon. Member for North 
Huntingdonshire,as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, whether he is 
aware that the whole of the cast bronze 





| scroll work lamps on London Bridge are 

(Answered by Mr. Hanbury.) My atten- | msg 4 _- 4 i peg 

tion has been directed to the case referred | 3 __. : : 

oa ie this Question, Whleh iamaneell | during the Peninsular war: and, if so, 
, app y | whether he will consider the propriety 

relates to a recent prosecution at the of securing them for use in suitable 


Mansion House in which an agent living places under the control of the Depart- 
in Brussels was charged with selling | 7 ont 

under a false warranty two cargoes of ; 
inferior basic slag. The defendant was 
committed for trial on the 3rd inst. I} (Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
shall continue to watch this case. I have | Inquiry shows that the lamps in question 
directed our inspectors’ attention to the| have been temporarily withdrawn from 
prosecution in order that they may bring | sale; so far as can be ascertained from 
the matter to the notice of the local | the authorities concerned with the widen- 
authorities they visit, and have also|ing of the bridge, there is nothing to 
communicated the particulars in our| show that the lamps were made from 
possession to the Irish Department of French guns captured during the Penin- 
Agriculture, as it is understood that the | sular war. The sale or retention of the 
greater portion of the consignments in | lamps is a matter with which the City of 
question have been sold to dealers in| London is concerned ; the Office of Works 
that country. | has no jurisdiction whatever. 
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5 Questions. 


Naval Construction—Armour Plate 
Contracts. 


Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 


{4 NovEMBER 1902} 


Questions. 6 


the appointment of the necessary Com- 
/mission, under the Union of Benefices 
Act, to amalgamate one or more of the 


side): To ask the Secretary to the three parishes in Lombard Street within 
Admiralty whether specifications have | the City of London. 


yet been issued for the armour required | 
for any of the battleships or cruisers | 
included within the programme of the 
current financial year. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) 
Specifications are being prepared for the | 
armour which will be required for the, 
battleships and cruisers included in the | 
programme of the current financial year. | 
Specifications will shortly be issued with 
tenders for the armour. No specifica- 
tions for armour have yet been issued. 


Ireland—Defaulting Tenants on the 


Dillon Estate. 

Sr JOHN COLOMB: To ask the 
Chief Secretary tothe Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any of the purchas- 
ing occupiers on the Dillon Estate have 
failed to pay instalments of their pur- 
chase money when due; and, if so, what 
proportion of the total number have so 
failed, and what action is being taken 
by the Congested Districts Board to re- 
cover the amounts so overdue. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) None of 
the tenants on this property, to whom 
advances have been made by the Land 
Commission for the purchase of their 
holdings, are in arrear with their pay- 
ments to the Commission, except in two 
cases where the sum due, representing 
interest on the advances, amounts to 
ls. 10d. The Question probably refers 
to the non-payment of the rent due to 


(Answered by Mr. Lees Knowles.) The 
initial proceedings under the Union of 
Benefices Act have to be taken by the 
Bishop of London. When the proposal, 
with the necessary assents, reaches the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners, they will, 
I feel sure, do all in their power to facili- 
tate an amalgamation. 





(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South Africa—Loans to Boers. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether loans granted to the 
Boers in the Harrismith district of South 
Africa are partly in money and partly 
in kind; if so, will he state what value 
is placed respectively on oxen and mules 
thus supplied ; are the animals submitted 
to examination by a veterinary surgeon 
prior to the transaction being completed, 
and is a warranty given that they are 
sound. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have asked the 
Governor, by telegraph, for the informa- 
tion desired by the hon. Member, but 
have not yet received his reply. 


Armour for New Cruisers. 
*Sizr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 





the Congested Districts Board. Out of | shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
the 4,191 tenants on the estate, the Secretary to the Admiralty when the 
number who have not yet paid the rents | orders for armour were placed and the 
and arrears due on lst November, 1901, | manufacture commenced of the armour 


is ninety-seven. Proceedings are being | which was required for the armoured 
taken in all these cases. cruisers of the 1901 programme. 


All Hallows Church, City—Union of | Toe SECRETARY To tHe ADMIR- 
Benefices Act. ALTY (Mr, ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, W.): 
Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) : | The armour for the six new armoured 
To ask the hon. Member for West Salford, | cruisers of the 1901-02 programme was 
as representing the Ecclesiastical Commis- | provisionally ordered on the 12th August 
sioners, whether the vacancy of All| last, and the orders were confirmed on 
Hallows, Lombard Street, has been! the 3rd September. The manufacture 
brought to his knowledge; and if the of the armour was immediately com- 
Commissioners will take steps to secure | menced by the armour plate makers. 


A2 








vi Questions. 
India and the Government's Military 
Proposals. 


Sm CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
itis possible to circulate, before the discus- 
sion on the Indian Finance Accounts, 
either the whole or the earlier portion 
of the papers containing the observations 
of the Viceroy and the members of his 
Council on the military proposals of His 
Majesty’s Government communicated to 
them and to the House of Commons in 
February last. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR INDIA (Earl Percy, Kensington, S.): 
I am afraid that the despatch I have 
bedn awaiting from India has not yet 
arrived, and until I get it, it would not 
be possible to publish the other Papers. 


British Influence in the Yangtsze Valley. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs what 
is the degree of influence now claimed 
by His Majesty’s Government over the 
Yangtsze Valley. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): The general position 
of His Majesty’s Government with regard 
to the Yangtsze region has been often 
stated and has undergone no change. It 
seems scarcely possible or desirable to deal 
with the matter by means of Question and 
Answer. I propose, however, on an early 
date to lay Papers relating to the 
evacuation of Shanghai; the hon. 
Member will find in them information 
bearing upon the point which he has 
raised. 


Metropolitan Police Perjury. 

Mr. HENRY J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Holmfirth): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he can state what other 
reasons, besides the use of unnecessary 
violence, induced the authorities to 
dismiss a second constable from the 
Metropolitan Police Force in connection 
with the case of ex-Constable Rolls; and 
whether the second constable was impli- 
cated in corroborating the false charge 
brought against Wheelerbread by ex- 
Constable Rolls. 


{COMMONS} 











Questions. 8 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE For Tae 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers 
DoveLas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): The 
second constable, when questioned by 
his superior officers at the police station, 
corroborated Rolls in a statement which 
was afterwards proved to be false. 


North Sea Fisheries Investigation. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade, in view of the 
fact that, under the International 
Scheme for North Sea Fisheries Investi- 
gation, the annual sum of £4,800 will be 
required for the maintenance of the 
central organisation of Copenhagen, and 
that Great Britain, Germany, and 
Russia will each contribute £1,250, and 
other countries £262 10s., will he 
indicate the names of these other 
countries ; and will he state whether all 
the Powers, signatories of the North Sea 
Convention, were invited to contribute. 


THe PRESIDENT oF THe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLtD BALrour, Leeds, 
Central): It is proposed that £262 10s. 
towards the maintenance of the Central 
Fishery Organisation at Copenhagen 
shall be paid by Denmark, Holland, 
Sweden, Norway and Finland. The 
Powers who were parties to the Conven- 
tion were Great Britain, Germany, 
Belgium, Denmark, France and the 
Netherlands. France and Belgium were 
not invited by Sweden to take part in 
the first Fishery Conference at Stockholm 
but have since been asked to participate 
in the investigations. I understand that 
France has declined the invitation, and 
Belgium has the matter under considera- 
tion. 


Canadian Exports of Pig Iron and Steel. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he will state the rate of the 
bounty paid by Canada on the export of 
pig iron and steel, and the quantity of 
this bounty-fed iron and steel imported 
into this country during the last two 
years. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I know 
of no bounties on the export of Canadian 
pig iron and steel. Bounties are given 
on the production of pig iron and of 
steel ingots and puddled iron bars made 
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9 Questions. 
from such pig iron. Upto April, 1902, 


the rates were $3 per ton of 2,000 Ibs..|; EDUCATION (Sir Witiiam 


{4 NovEMBER 1902} 


Questions. 10 


THe SECRETARY or tHE BOARD or 
ANSON, 


except on pig iron produced from foreign | Oxford University): By Regulations of 


ores which received $2. Between 1902 
and 1907 the bounties are subject to 


| 


continuous reduction, and the rates at | 


present 
quoted a 
pig iron exported to this country in the 
years 1900-1901 was 1,603 tons. The 
corresponding total for 1901-1902 is 


ayable are 90 per cent. of those | 
Save. The quantity of Canadian | 


the Board of Education such schools can 
only be transferred to School Boards 
under Section 23 of the Elementary 
Education Act, 1870, and the Board 
of Education refuse to pay annual 
grants to a School Board on account 


'of such a school till this condition has 


provisionally stated as 100,519 tons. | 


The Canadian accounts do not separately 
distinguish the exports either of steel 
ingots or puddled iron bars. 


any intention of imposing countervailing 
duties tor the protection of our manu- 
factures against this bounty-fed iron 
and steel ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
Workhouse Nursing Staffs. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 


Government Board whether the Com-| 


mittee appointed to inquire into the 
differences alleged to exist between 
masters and matrons of English work- 
houses on the one hand, and the nursing 
staffs on the other, is still pursuing its 


been satisfied. Under the same Regu- 
lations a School Board may not pay any 
consideration (whether price or rent) for 


|a school so transferred, except a strictly 


nominal one. The Regulations in the 


Code of 1870, to which the hon. Mem- 
Mr. LOUGH: Have the Government | 


ber refers, relate to the conditions on 
which building grants were made and 
not to the use of schools aided by such 
grants. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: But 
are applicants for building grants re- 
quired to give any undertaking to main- 
tain the efficiency of the schools, and 
what provision is there for dealing with 
cases of failure to do so ? 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: The Regu- 


lations contain certain requirements as 


investigations ; has the inquiry con-| 


cluded ; and. if so, what is the result; 
if not concluded, can he say when it is 
likely to be brought to a close. 


THe PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LonG, Bristol, S.): The Committee 
appointed by me with reference to the 
nursing of the sick poor in workhouses 
have concluded their inquiry, and I 
understand | shall receive their Report 
very shortly. 


School Building Grants. 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 


Board of Education whether any regu- 
lations, in addition to those contained in 


to the maintenance of efficiency. I have 
not them before me just now, but if 
the hon. Member will give notice I will 
obtain the information. 


Highland Deer Forests—Glastullich 
Parm. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland is aware that the greater part 
of the grazing farm of Glastullich, at 
Lochbroom, Ross-shire, is about to be 


|added to the deer forest of Rhidorroch; 


and, in view of the extension of deer 
forests inthe Highlands, will the Govern- 
ment consider the advisability of intro- 


| ducing legislation to prevent land suitable 
‘for occupation by the people being con- 
| verted into deer forest. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- | 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The farm 


of Glastullich has lately been broken up 


the Revised Code of 1870 and other | 


Codes, have been made bythe Education 
Department with respect to the use of 
schools which have been aided by build- 
ing grants. 


and a large portion granted by the pro- 
prietor as an extension of holdings to 
five neighbouring crofter townships. 
The Secretary for Scotland has no reason 


| to suppose that addition of the remainder 








11 Questions. 


to the deer forest of Rhidorrioch will pre- 
judicially affect the economic condition 
of the district, and does not contemplate 
legislation in the direction suggested. 


Scottish Congested Districts Return. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for Scot- 
land will grant the Return on the Paper 
relative to congested districts (Scotland). + 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Secretary for Scotland would not be 
prepared to grant the Return in the 
form suggested by the hon. Member, 
which would offer difficulties in prepara- 
tion, owing to many of the congested 
districts not being conterminous with 
parishes and for other reasons. If the 
hon. Member will inform me of his object 
in asking for the Return, I will consider 
whether it is possible substantially to 
meet his wishes. 


Mr. WEIR: !s the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that a precisely similar 
Return was granted to an Irish Member 
now in gaol ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Illegal Trawling in Scottish Waters— 
Additional Cruisers. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, whether the Secretary for 
Scotland is now prepared to add to the 
number of cruisers at the disposal of the 
Scottish Fishery Board for the protection 
of the interests of the line fishermen 
against the operations of illegal trawlers. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 12 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
funds at the disposal of the Fishery 
Board do not at present admit of any 
addition to their fleet of cruisers. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that the Conservative candi- 
date for Orkney and Shetland bitterly 
complains of the inadequate number of 
cruisers round the coast ? 


No answer was returned. 


Colonel Finch’s Coonagh Property. 
*Mr, TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland what steps have 
been taken to sell to the tenants, under 
the fortieth section of the Land Act of 
| 1896, the property owned by Colonel 
Finch at Coonagh, near Limerick City ; 
‘and in what state do the negotiations 


| now stand. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 

LAND (Mr. WynpuHam, Dover): The 
Order of the Land Judge declaring the 
tenants of this property to be the 
| purchasers of their holdings, was lodged 
with the Land Commission on Wednesday 
last. The sales will be closed in a few 
days. 

Maintenance of the Deaf and Dumb 
in Ireland. 

*Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether it is the intention of the 
Government to give effect to the Report 
of the Royal Commission of 1888, to 
have the maintenance and education of 
the deaf and dumb and blind in Ireland 











made an Imperial charge, and not a tax 
on the Irish ratepayers. 





+ The Return was as follows :—Congested Districts (Scotland),—Return giving the population 
(1891 and 1901) and valuation, according to parishes, of the various districts scheduled as 
congested in Scotland, the Poor Rate assessment for each parish, and the number of tenants 


with rentals under £4, in the following form :— 





Population, 1891. 


Parish. 


Population, 1901. 
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13 (Juestions. {4 NovEMBER 1902} Questions. 14 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must refer to my | Ireland if he will state the number 
reply to the similar Question addressed | of constables of the Royal Irish Con- 
to me on the 10th July last by the hon. | stabulary doing town duty in Monaghan, 
Member for the College Green Division | and to what particular denomination do 
of Dublin. | they separately belong. 


Mr. TULLY: But this is an original Mr. WYNDHAM: Eleven constables, 
Question, and I do not claim any copy-| of whom ten are Roman Catholics and 
right in my Questions. | one is a Protestant. 


| 

Dublin Custom House Steps—Begging by *Mr. TULLY: Is it proposed to split 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast S.): I beg to| up the = into religious com- 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | Partmen’s 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is | Irish Police and Freemasonry. 
aware that on pay days in Custom House, | 3 . 
Dublin, nuns are allowed to go from desk Pi “oy as prdey “pao - 
Men epee. 10, Soren dyad seamed Ireland whether he is aware that Dis- 


sna mg Sip eg. | trict Inspector Tyson, of the Royal Irish 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed Constabulary Depét, recently delivered 
that the alleged practice does not exist % Speech to the men under his charge 
in any of the Departments located in the | denouncing freemasonry; and whether 
Custom House. It appears, however, | such speeches from a public officer will 
that in the Department of the Collector | be allowed in future. 
of Customs the nuns of the Order of the | — 

Little Sisters of the Poor have visited the, Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Tyson has 

Office from time to time to receive alms | been a freemason for thirty years. He 

voluntarily contributed to their charity, | made no such speech. 

but that they have never solicited alms, | 

nor have they acted in the manner sug- | Irish Affairs—Nationalist Demand for a 

gested in the Question. I understand | General Discussion. 

that an official formerly employed in this) Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the First 

Department is at present under the care | Lord of the Treasury whether he can 

of these nuns. | now state if he is prepared to give a 

, r , 'day for the discussion cf Irish affairs, 

Mr. SLOAN : Is the right hon. Gentle- | in see of the new circumstances which 


man aware that the employees complain |} v¢ arisen affectin g that country 
of this practice ? ‘ 


| 

*Mr. TULLY: When does the right! Tae PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
hon. Gentleman propose to re-enact the LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
penal laws in Ireland against priests and | Barrour, Manchester, E.): No, Sir, I 
nuns 1 | have nothing to add to the answer 
: : sone 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware of | pri ea soe nag a ateaeiaamaanel 
what the hon. Member for South Belfast | ; 
alleges. I understand that there is no | 
solicitation for alms. 


Mr. TULLY: I wish to bring back 
those poor ‘‘ Exiles of Erin’’ to the 
' x, , . Nationalist Benches. Last night there 
a rag hn = bo oma, to | were more than enough outside on the 

P - shelf to defeat the Government, and I 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As at present | Want to bring them back. 
advised, I do not propose to intervene. London Water Bill. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 





Monaghan Police. 
Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 





+ See (4) Debates cx., 1378. 





Hamlets, Poplar): I wish to ask the 
Prime Minister whether it is worth 
while to continue printing every day 
the Amendments to the London Water 





15 Education {COMMONS} «Bill, 16 


Bill, seeing that that measure is not to 
be taken until the Education Bill has 
passed through Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Very well, I 
will not put it down for the present. 


Mr. LOUGH: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman relieve our pow. on the) , Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset. 


subject as soon as he can? It is a very shire, E.) said that surely the Committee 

troublesome question. | were not going to insert words in an Act 

of Parliament which would suggest that a 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid [| | Government Department could be guilty 
cannot make it less troublesome. | of unnecessary delay. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 9, after the word ‘shall’ to insert 
the words ‘ without unnecessary delay.’ ”—(Dr, 
Macnamara.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 





Several Hon. MemsBers: Government 
| Departments are. 


| 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said he 
would have thought the word “ forth- 
with ’’ would have been sufficient. 





EDUCATION a agg AND WALES) 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland,| Question put and agreed io. 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 

| Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
| proposed to cancel all the words of the 
| Clause after the statement that the Board 


(2.30.) Dk. MACNAMARA (Camber- of Education should, without unnecessary 
well, N.) moved an Amendment providing delay, determine in case of dispute 
that the Board of Education should | whether a school was necessary or not. 
‘‘ without unnecessary delay’ determine | He said the Clause provided that the 
in case of dispute whether a school was | Board of Education should decide under 
necessary or not. He said he had taken | Such conditions that it was inconceivable 
the words which he proposed to insert | that their decision should be other than 
from the Scottish Education Act, but he | favourable to the existing managers of 
might remind the Committee that in the | schools or other persons, as against the 
English Act of 1870 the phrase used was | local education authority. It was diffi- 
“with due despatch.” ‘cult in dealing with the Bill not to 
| believe that the want of good faith so 


Clause 10 :— 





*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that on the | 
preceding night an Amendment to which | 
some hon. Members attached great im- | 
portance—it was one in the name of the | 
hon. Member for Liverpool, and dealt | 
with the question of time—was excluded | 


from discussion by the application of the | 
closure. He thought it very essential | 
that the House should have an oppor- 
tunity of discussing and dividing upon 
the question. | 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he had 
adopted the Scotch form, not because it 
was preferable, but because it seemed 
that anything in connection with the 
Scottish Act found greater favour in 
certain quarters. 


frequently disclosed was intentional ; of 
course he was ready to recognise that 
the conditions imposed on the Board of 
Education were not really understood at 
the time they were inserted in the 
Clause, but as he had said, it was difficult 
to believe it, because when they came 
to consider the conditions one by 
one, they found that the hands of the 
Board were absolutely tied in coming to 
a conclusion between the local educa- 
tion authority and the managers. 
The first condition was that the Board of 
Edueation should have regard to the 
interest of secular instruction. That 
looked fair, but as a matter of fact, 
although the local education authority 
might urge that the interests of secular 
instruction would be damaged by a new 
non-provided school, the denominational 
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17 Education 


managers would be able to contend 
that secular instruction would not be 
damaged by their school, as the local 
education authority had absolute control 
of secular instruction, and it was, there- 
fore, immaterial from the point of view of 
secular instruction whether the new school 
was a voluntary or provided school. This 
first condition was, therefore, the merest 
pretence, and no one could conceive that 
the Board would, in such a case as he had 
suggested, give its decision in favour of 
the local education authority. The second 
point was that regard was to be paid to 
the wishes of the parents, who were the 
parties who were to go before the Board 
of Education. On the one side, they 
would have ten parents from the district 
served by the school put forward, probably 
by some society who paid their expenses, 
but who would speak at any rate as 
parents living in the district ; while, on the 
other side, there would be the local educa- 
tion authority, with its head offices pos- 
sibly forty miles away from the locality, 
and very likely the representative of the 
district on the authority unable to attend. 
Would not the judgment of the Board of 
Education on this point go in favour of 
the ten parents or the managers as against 
a local education authority whose contact 
with parish concerns, it could be argued, 
was less close, and who could not put 
forward any better argument than the 
general public convenience? The third 
and last condition alone was obviously 
sufficient to put the local education 
authority out of Court. It was that 
the Board was also to have regard to 
the economy of the rates. Once again, 
who were the parties to go before 


the Board of Education ? On the one side, | 


there was the local education authority 
which was to levy the rates for the build- 
ing and maintenance of the school ; on 
the other hand, the managers of the 
existing school,-or ten parents who would 
come forward with the guarantee that 
they would find the building. It was 
clear that in that case there must be 
economy of rates, and the decision would 
go against the local authority. That was 
not all. The author of the Bill—and he 
could not believe that the First Lord of 
the Treasury had realised the fact—had 
put in a final sub-Section which still 
further limited the discretion of the Board 
of Education. It was to the effect that 
wherever a number of persons had built 
a school and got thirty children to attend 
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it, the Board was bound to recognise the 
institution as a public elementary school, 
and the local education authority could not 
appeal against that, provided theschool was 
actually in existence. The right of appeal 
was only given when the school building 
was not ready. The humour of the Clause 
did not end there. It would be observed 
that the subsequent Clause did not pro- 
vide any penalty if the local education 
authority did not act in conformity with 
the orders of the Board of Education, and 
the managers or other persons were 
placed in this position: If they could 
build their school and get thirty children 
to attend it for the three months that 
were to elapse before any appeal was to 
be made to the Board of Education, the 
local education authority was at once put 
out of court. An Amendment had 
accordingly been put down giving the 
Board compulsory powers in the matter 
as against the local education authority, 
but not, he complained, as against the 
managers of an existing school or other 
persons. In practice the proposals of the 
Government would be used in certain dis- 
tricts to prevent the local education 
authority from doing its duty by making 
provision for elementary education in its 
area, while on those who objected, the 
managers of existing schools or other 
persons, there would be no enforcable 
duty of making good the deficiency. 


Amendment proposed.— 


«In page 4, line 10, to leave out the words 
from the word ‘not’ to the end of the 
Clause.” —(Mr. M-Kenna.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
from the word ‘ not,’ to the first word ‘to,’ 
in line 12, stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. 
Gentleman suffered from the malady 
which he observed had attacked a great 
many of the critics of the Bill, who thought 
it was some marvellously subtle con- 
trivance devised by wicked and un- 
scrupulous persons, who, under the cover 
of very plain and apparently innocent 
provisions, were really bringing into 
operation a marvellous engine for the de- 
struction of all that hon. Gentlemen 
opposite held dear. The disease appeared 
to have attacked a large number of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, and was a very 
vigorous and apparently infectious malady, 
but he really could not see that it ought 
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tion which would leave nothing but the 
first two lines of the Clause would satisfy 
him. 


not necessary, should have regard to 
three conditions—the interest of secular 
instruction, the wishes of the parents as 
to the education of their children, and the 
economy of the rates. What other con- 
ditions could they possibly have put in? 
He was perfectly unable to understand 
the hon. Gentleman’s point with regard 
to secular instruction. They heard 
yesterday speeches from many hon. 
Gentlemen opposite complaining that the 
provisions of the Bill would tend to the 
multiplication of small schools, and that 
this would be injurious to the interests of 
secular education. Now they had put 
into Clause 10 a provision that the Board 
of Education should have regard to the 
interests of secular education, and they 
were at once denounced as unscrupulous 
Machiavelian legislators. 
him that they had attempted to meet, and 
had met, the very objection of which they 
heard so much yesterday, and the hon. 
Gentleman, in common consistency, ought 
now to support the Government. Why 
were they to imagine that the Board of 
Education were incapable of discovering 
what the general views might be in the 
district where a new school was to be 
erected ? Why were they to assume that 
the inspectors sent down bythe Board of 
Education would be incapable of dis- 
covering the general views of the district 
and of coming to a rational conclusion 
on this not very recondite matter? 
Then as to the provision that the 
Board of Education should have regard 
to the economy of the rates, he should 
have thought that was a condition that 
would have appealed to every hon. 
Gentleman on the other side. It was 
true it might be argued, with great 
and genuine force, that if the rates 
concerned were the rates of the whole 
area for which the local authority 
provided, that authority itself would 
be the best judge, until, at all events, 
a loan was asked for, and while the 
expenditure was merely out of the 


Mr. A, J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


to find an exciting cause in the words to | 
which the hon. Gentleman objected. The | 
hon. Gentleman thought these three pro- | 
visions in Clause 10 at once so plausible | 
and so wicked that only a surgical opera- | 


. small portion of that area. 
They had laid down that the Board 


of Education, in determining a contro- | 
versy as to whether a school was or was | 


‘the most important or vital, 
‘ought not to be lost sight of by the 


their duty. 


It appeared to | 
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annual rates. But they were here 
concerned with a rate which fell, not 
on the education authority as a whole, 
and not on the whole area which the 
authority controlled, but probably with 
one that concerned only a relatively 
It was quite 
fair, therefore, that the burden to be 
thrown on the ratepayers should be 
one of the considerations, though not 
which 


Board of Education. It seemed to him 
that these conditions were not only 
desirable, but necessary. Their number 
certainly ought not to be diminished, 
for they covered the whole ground. The 
hon. Gentleman argued that, while a 


|general power was given to the Educa- 


tion Department to compel the local 
authorities to do their duty under this 
Act and the Act of 1870, there was no 
corresponding power to compel the 
managers of voluntary schools to do 
He quite agreed that it 
would be an abuse if persons, while 
saying they were ready to build a 
school, and that what was wanted in 
the district was a school suited in the 
main to those of their own denomina- 


| tion, should defer from month to month, 


or from year to year, under cover of 
that perhaps perfectly just contention, 
the carrying out of an obligation which 
the interests of the district required 
should be carried out without any 
undue delay. He thought, however, 
that a provision in regard to this 
matter need not be inserted in an Act, 
as power already existed in the Depart- 
ment. He therefore submitted that the 
Clause as it stood was not open to the 
strictures of the hon. Gentleman. 


(3.0.) Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Monmouthshire, W.) suggested that only 
the first two lines of the Clause, provid- 
ing “‘ that the Board of Education shall 
determine in case of dispute whether a 
school is necessary or not,” were neces- 
sary ; all the rest was verbiage. But it 
seemed to have been determined that the 
new education authority should have 
practically no voice in connection with 
any new schools. The County Councils, 
which were to conduct the education of 
the country, were being put into a 
position so contemptible and humiliating 
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that he could not conceive any self-, local authority? Who possessed the 
respecting body accepting the task upon | best means of judging? Why was the 
such terms, and they could not be sur-| Board of Education at Whitehall to be 
prised if many of these bodies could not |a better judge of the wishes of the 
undertake the responsibility. Let the | parents in a particular locality than the 
Committee look at the conditions in | local education authority or the County 
Clause 10. They had declared that the | Council? The County Council was put 
iocal education authority were to be | into a most contemptible position. They 
supreme in respect of secular education. | might be challenged on every point. 
Supposing the local education authority | They were not to be the people who 
said a new provided school was necessary | were to judge whether a school was 
for secular education, how were they to! necessary or not in their own district. 
maintain secular education if that ques- | What would be the value of an educational 
tion was sent to the Board of Education | authority which was not. capable of 
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to be determined against them? The 
same might be said of every one of these 
conditions, They would see that the 
local education authority were a miser- 
able, subordinate body, who had to have 
the whole of their actions in secular edu- 
cation, in rates, and in everything else 
at the disposal of the Board of Educa- 
tion. His hon. and learned friend had 
taken some trouble to prove that these 
conditions would compel the Board of 
Education to determine against a pro- 
vided school and in favour of a denomina- 
tional school. He need not have been at 
that trouble. Those who had listened 
to the discussions and had seen the 
animus with which this Bill had been 
prepared might take it for granted that 
this matter would go to an arbitration 
in which the arbitrator had already 
decided. He confessed that the reference 
of this Section to the authors of the Bill, 
and those who would have to administer 
it, showed the way the decision was 
likely to go. The first thing was free 


‘forming an opinion as to whether a 
| school was necessary or not? Then, with 
regard to the question of rates. Was 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
a better judge of the question of rates 
than the local County Council or local 
education authority? It would surprise 
some local County Councils and Borough 
‘Councils to hear that. If the hon. 
Gentleman had to listen to two people, 
_one of whom proposed to build a school 
without any charge to the rates and the 
‘other to build a school with a charge to 
the rates, he would of course always 
decide in favour of the school which was 
not to be a charge on the rates. If the 
hon. Gentleman had to go into the 
question of rates he could come to no 
other conclusion. The First Lord of the 
/Treasury felt that somehow or other 
County Councils and Borough Councils 
had soraething to do with the rates. 
Whether that was a recent discovery on 
‘the part of the First Lord of the Trea- 
'sury he did not know. The right hon. 


secular education, and if there was any | Gentleman had tried to get out of the 
colour or pretence that the control of | stringency of that difficulty by saying 
secular education was going to be given | that the charge on the rates for building 
to the local education authority, the first | the school would be a local charge; but 
condition must and ought to be that the | that the charge for the maintenance of 





decision as to new schools for secular 
education should be left to the local 
authority alone. It should not be 
over-ruled by any one who could 
say, ‘‘Our opinion is that denomi- 
national schools are better than provided 
schools for providing secular education.”’ 
Consider the next condition, having re- 
gard to the wishes of the parents. One 
of the great merits of this Bill was that 
it was to be administered by the local 
authority. Who was the best judge of 
the wishes of the parents in a particular 
locality, the Board at Whitehall or the 


each of these schools would be a general 
charge; therefore his answer to that 
objection had utterly and entirely failed. 
Then, the last condition : 

** A school actually in existence shall not be 
considered unnecessary in which the number 
of scholars in average attendance as computed 
by the Board of Education is not less than 
| thirty.” 

The Attorney General had interpreted 
that as meaning schools actually in 
existence at the time of the passing of 
the Act. But that was to include a 
school formed in the future. Anybedy 
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could get hold of a barn, which was 
what these schools were in old days, and 
get together thirty scholars. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir_ 


RosBerT FInLay, Inverness Burghs) said, 
first of all, sanction would have to be 


obtained under Clause 9, and after that, | 


if the school was established, the attend- 


would be unnecessary. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURL: Would 
it be a school actually in existence ? 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said, as he 
understood, the right hon. Gentleman 
was alluding to schools established after 
the passing of the Act. They could only 
be established under the sanction pro- 
vided by Clause 9, and subject to inquiry, 
if demanded, by the Board of Education. 


If it passed that test, a school so set up. 


would remain a necessary school so long 
as it contained thirty scholars. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT said 
then “established” meant thirty scholars, 
and did not mean a school actually in 
existence. In future, when thirty scholars 
were got together there would be a 
power to compel County Councils and 
local education authorities to maintain 
the school. He did not know under the 
circumstances whether the powers placed 
in the County Councils under this Bill 
were such that they could conscientiously 
undertake to administer it. In the West 
Riding of Yorkshire the local authorities 
had already stated that they did not 
consider, under the conditions of the 
Bill, that they could conduct the edu- 
cation of the county. The Attorney 
General looked forward, with the ardour 
of his profession, to the mandamus with 
which he would be charged under this 
Bill. But the question went further. 
Why not mandamus the other party? 
There was no answer at all to that. 
The only penalty put into the Act was 
to withdraw the grant, but that did not 
prevent the obligation to maintain the 
school. The proposal was that the rates 
should be withdrawn as well. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said if the 
conditions were not observed the right 
of maintenance ceased. 


Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Stir WILLIAM HARCOURT asked 
how in the world were they going to 
|mandamus one set of parties and not 
| another? Were they not also persons 
who came under the law? Parliament 
ordered them to do a particular thing ; 
if they did not do it the grant might be 
withdrawn. But if they were ordered to 


d- | do a thing on these conditions, why were 
ance dwindled down to below thirty, it | 


they not to be compelled to do it? It 
was not very important to labour the 
point, because he regarded the mandamus 
asa farce. If such powers were necessary 
the scheme of education would be at an 
end. Heagreed with these Amendments. 
They were Amendments which deter- 
mined the question of whether a school 
was necessary or not, and if the Govern- 
ment chose to say that a question of 
that kind should not be left with the 
education authority, then he ventured to 
say they would condemn the Bill, and 
that the education authority would be 
worthless for the purpose for which it 
was brought into being. 


Str JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington) supported the Amendment, 
because the words it proposed to omit 
were, in his opinion, absolutely un- 
necessary. Not only would some of the 
conditions not work, but they placed 
upon the Board of Education something 
in the nature of a direction which surely 
was not necessary in a body to be vested 
with judicial authority. The Board 
were to have regard to the interests of 
secular instruction. But the Clause 
concerned new schools, and it had 
already been provided that the local 
authority should have all control of 
secular instraucton. What, then, was 
the use of repeating a provision already 
passed by the Committee? Then “the 
Board were to have regard to the wishes 
of the parents. Where were they to 
find the parents of the children who 
might possibly attend a school not yet 
built? It was really ridiculous to make 
such a provision. As to having regard 
to the economy of the rates, who could 
tell better than the elected representa- 
tives of the ratepayers how money 
should be spent? And who, being 
elected by the ratepayers, would dare to 
waste the ratepayers’ money ! The best 
safeguard for the economy of the rates 


| was the control of the ratepayers. The 
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conditions were therefore absolutely un- | 
necessary, and the desire of the Govern- | 
ment would be secured by the words— | 
“The Board of Education should determine | 


in case of dispute whether a school is necessary 
or not.” 
| 

Dr. MACNAMARA desired to enter | 
a last, but, he feared, a futile, protest | 
against this new-fangled scheme of | 
providing school accommodation. He | 
was a constitutionalist, and was unable 
to accommodate himself to the rapid 
and enormous changes the present ‘‘Con- | 
stitutional Government’’ were making 
in this matter. In the past, the one 
ground on which additional accom- 
modation had been provided was 
the existence of a deficiency of school 
places, and that was the only safe 
basis on which to go. The entirely new 
scheme now proposed was bound in the 
long run to be disastrous. The Board 
were to have regard to the interest of 
secular instruction. He did not under- | 
stand that at all. Was it suggested that 
in a village there were to be provided 
several kinds of secular instruction ? 
No one in his senses would imagine that 
a great variety of forms of secular 
instruction could be provided to meet 
special needs. He imagined that this 
new provision was simply their old 
friend ‘necessary or not” in another 
form. But if that was the case, why 
not say so? Then, the Board were to have 
regard to the wishes of the parents. That 
was all moonshine. If they had regard to 
the wishes of a persistent, but he was 
glad to say a small, minority of the 
parents inthe matter of school accommo- 
dation, the authority would never 
provide any school at all. It was impos- 
sible to have regard to the wishes of the 
parents in that way. All that could be 
done was, after the necessary accommo- 
dation had been provided, to meet the 
needs of the parents, if practicable, with 
regard to religious instruction—perhaps 
under the Scottish system. The whole 
purport of the provision under discussion | 
was to provide separate schools in 
response to the demand for different 
classes of religious instruction. Such a 
scheme was financially disastrous and 
elucationally grotesque. Small schools 
could not be organised, the money of | 
the ratepayers would be wasted, and the 
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which they could get if they attended a 
comparatively large school. The third 
point was as to the economy of the 
rates. He was not particularly anxious 
about the rates. He would like to 
put the rates and theology on one 
side, and get on with the question of 
education pure and simple. But he 
viewed with some cynicism this provision 
coming from the Board of Education in 
the Sendued of the great British 
Empire. The recent declaration of the 
Premier of West Australia that as long 
as they had a single penny in their 
coffers they would spend it on the 
education of their people was in sharp 
contrast with this overwhelming desire 
for the economy of the rates. What 
would be said of a Secretary of State 


\for War who, on finding the Army 


furnished with obsolete guns, refused to 
remedy the defect on the ground that 
regard must be had to the economy of 
the taxes? That was a perfectly parallel 
position, as national education was as 
much a line of national defence as the 
Army. The policy of the Clause was 
extremely _ short-sighted. A _ clear 
incentive was given to the use of 
denominational buildings wherever they 
existed, in order to relieve the locality of 
the capital charges for the building of a 
new school. The religious bodies of the 
country, having such buildings, had only 
to get the necessary attendance and claim 
to be put on the rates, and there for all 
time would be a school with the fetters 
of denominationalism around the educa- 
tion of thechildren. The clear intention 
of this provision was to secure that 
being done, and he protested against it. 
Apart from the existing parochial 
buildings, which with slight alterations 
could be used for schools, there were 
about £800,000 a year in voluntary 
subscriptions. At a generous estimate 
the repairs'would cost £250,000, leaving 
over half a_ million of money at 
once applicable to the provision of 
buildings, which might be used for 
school purposes, and by instructing the 
Board to have regard t. the economy of 


/the rates, the Government were switch- 
ing off education from the broad lines of 
| nationalism to the narrow and devious 


ways of sectarianism. This new-fangled 
scheme of school accommodation being 


children would not get the education | denominational rather than national, 
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would be fatal to national progress and 
national education. The question of 
rate-aid, and popular control would settle 
itself, but this Clause fettered denomina- 
tionalism of the narrowest kind around 
the education of the country, and there- 
fore he strongly opposed it. 


(3.27.) Sin JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) said that the last time the 
Board of Education, of which he was a 
member, had to decide this question 


they decided it in the very way which 
the hon. Member for North Camberwell | 
In a 
village on the outskirts of Leeds there | 


had described as impossible. 


was a deficiency of school accommoda- 
tion which the vicar wished to supply | 
by building an additional 
school, and the School Board of Leeds by | 
building a board school. 
was a rich one, the rector was an| 
extremely able educationalist, and, as far 
as the interests of education were 


concerned, there was nothing to choose | 
The sole | 


between the two proposals. 


ground on which the matter was 


decided was the wishes of the parents | 


who would be served by the school. 


There was no difficulty in finding those | 
parents, because they lived in the houses | 


of the village in which the school was 
to be built. Inquiry was made and it 


was easily ascertained that the people | 


wished to have a board school. That 
being the general opinion of the parents, 
the decision of the Board of Education was 
that the deficiency should be supplied 
by the School Board of Leeds, and not 
by the vicar. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 


(Tower 


Hamlets, Poplar) said his strong ob- | 


jection to this proposal of the Govern- 
ment was that it tied the hands of the 


Department and hampered them in giving | 


proper consideration as towhethera school 
ought to be provided or not. He gathered 


trom the Prime Minister’s speech that | 
these three instructions were the obvious | 
ones and exhausted all the instructions | 


that could be given to the Department, 
and other matters could not arise. Surely 
all who had had experience of education 


questions knew that these three matters | 


did not exhaust theinstructions, and there | 
were other matters which ought to be | 
taken into consideration which would | 


Dr. Macnamara. 


{COMMONS} 





voluntary | 


The parish | in dealing with this question. 
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arise in the creation of a new school. 
The main question was whether the 
accommodation was required or not, and 
in taking that into account they should 
consider other things that might arise in 
connection with the matter. The right 
hon. Gentleman said the Opposition 
seemed to look upon these matters with 
grave suspicion, and for his own part he 
did look upon them with suspicion, 
None of the speeches from the other side 
had put forward any reason for leaving 
this matter to the discretion of the 
Department. The real reason for putting 
in this proviso was to give the Depart- 
ment an excuse for deciding in favour of 
| denominational schools. The object of 
putting in these limitations seemed to be 
to hamper any future Government which 
might succeed the present Government 
He could 
not see any other grounds for this 
proposal and he strongly opposed it on 
the ground that in this matter the 
Education Department ought to have 


absolute and full discretion and should 


not be hampered in deciding what future 
accommodation ought to be provided. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said that the one point of interest 


in the speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man 
University was that he openly admitted 
that in the case he quoted the De- 
partment absolutely excluded the con- 
sideration of the 
rates, and had argued that, in this 
case, the 
effectually a just solution of the wants 
of the 
matter without taking that question into 
consideration. 
hon. Gentleman was thus one of the 
very strongest arguments for leaving 
the Board of Education an absolutely 
free hand and not restricting them by 
this requirement. 
Bill from beginning to end with a pro- 
found conviction that it was intended to 
supply unlimited funds and unrestricted 
power to the clerical party to enable 
them to get and keep in their hands 
the educational machinery of the coun- 
try. They were now reduced to the 
ridiculous 
potent authority,which was to re-organise 
the education of the country was to set 


the Member for Cambridge 


economy of the 
Department had _ secured 
locality by deciding the 


The speech of the right 


He had regarded this 


position, that this omni- 
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about its duty bound hand and foot; | Board of Education in acting as arbiter 


and not only were they to have an equal | 
balance given to the denominational 

competitors in regard to the right to| 
make provision of schools, but when they 
came to arbitrate as to whether this| 
authority was really to be entitled to) 
provide schools for the community—_| 
the local education authority, which 

any one with aspirations for a national | 
system would wish tosee given the 

fullest right to provide, or their private 

sectarian competitors — then they had 

the Board of Education launched upon 

them with its hands and feet tied and 

fettered and limited by the restrictions 

the very absence of which they now 

knew had enabled the right hon. 

Gentleman the Member for Cambridge 

University to perform not long ago. 
an act of justice. These two Clauses 

completely fettered and paralysed the 

education authority. Then, again, he 

wish to put this question. Part of 

Section 18 of the Act of 1870 was 
embodied in this Bill, and the words 

included were— 

“That a School Board shall from time to 
time provide such additional school accommo- 
dation as is in their opinion necessary in order 
to supply a sufficient amount of public school 
accommodation for the district.” 
Yesterday, the Chairman in ruling certain 
Amendments out of order drew attention 
to the last paragraph of the Third | 
Schedule which provided :— 

“The duty of a local education authority 
under the Education Acts, 1870 to 1902, to 
provide a sufficient amount of public school 
accommodation, shall include the duty to pro- 
vide a sufficient amount of public school ac- 
commodation, without payment of fees, in every 
part of their area.” 

He wished to ask whether the limitations 
of these Clauses which restricted the 


powers of the local authority and 
of the Board of Education were 
consistent or inconsistent with the 


provisions he had just quoted to the 
Committee? It seemed to him that those 
provisions gave unrestricted power for 
the provision of future accommodation 
to the local education authority, and 
constituted a duty on their part to pro- 
vide from time to time such accommoda- 
tion, and especially of free places, 
as in their opinion was _ sufficient 
and necessary. These restrictions which 
were placed upon the local education 
authority, and upon the freedom of the 


| 


were an entire contradiction to the 
wording of the Bill. His hon. friend 
naturally took exception to the words 


| at the end of the Clause, because there 


had been no explicit statement as to 
what sort of schools were contemplated. 
Ina previous debate the Attorney General 
had said that a school must necessarily 
mean a public elementary school, but 
there was nothing in this Clause to justify 
that contention. It simply said, “a 
school actually in existence.” It was 
perfectly essential that that point should 
be clearly defined before they could admit 
the justice of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
contention. The Attorney General said 
that these schools must run the gauntlet 
of Clause 9. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY: Yes, the new 
schools. 


*Mr. CHANNING: Where was the 
difficulty in a rich company raising 
funds, and either using old buildings 
or building new schools, without giving 
any notice or applying to the local 
authority or the Board of Education and 
carrying those schools on for six months 
under the conditions laid down in the Act 
of 1870,.for public elementary schools 
with a Conscience Clause time table 
and expressed willingness to receive an 
inspector, etc.? Where was there any- 
thing in the Act to prevent schools of 
that kind being run for a few months by 
private individuals or a company and 
then claiming to come in on the rates 
and compete with the schools of 
the local education authority? Such 
schools could come to the Education 
Department and say ‘“ We have an aver- 
age attendance of more than thirty and 
we claim to be quartered permanently 
upon the rates and the grant list.” 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY: Under 
Clause 9, the Board of Education would 
have a controlling power as to whether 
such schools should be public elementary 
schools or not. 


*Mr. CHANNING contended that there 
was no difficulty in starting a school, for 
they could do this by inviting people to 
send thirty children. His point was that 
if any body of men were to do that, that 
school, according to the wording of this 
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Clause, would be entitled to say, as Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the word 
are a public elementary school.” There- | ‘‘ school,” at the beginning was not used 
fore they had to face this evil in its most | in the same sense as at the end. At the 
naked and outrageous form. Practically | beginning it was not a public elementary 
by this Clause the sectarian demand to | school that was referred to, and the 
start schools was placed on an absolute | Board of Education was deciding there 
level in the first place with the local | whether a school should become a public 
authority, and after they had restricted elementary school. 


Education 


the rights of the local authority, | 

the Board of Education were pre-! §iz ROBERT FINLAY: I do not 
vented from judging with a free) agree with that. 

hand between the two parties. Finally | 


the bogus and mushroom schools started 


all over the country might set UP | of Education was to deteamine. whether 


claims for permanent support from | 4 gchool had become a public elementary 


the rates. It was a disgrace to educa- | school or not. 


tion and a disgrace to fair play as between | 
one side and another in this matter. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the Board 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon | under Clause 8 the local education 
Boroughs)understood that the Government, authority could say that a particular 
in its allusionin this Clause to a “ necessary public elementary school was not neces- 





school” only intended it to refer to a 
public elementary school, but according to 
the wording, it might equally refer to an 
unauthorised school. He was sure the 
Government did not wish the Clause to 
be ambiguous. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said there 
could be no harm in inserting “ public 
elementary” before the word “school” 
but it was not necessary, because the only 
schools in regard to which that Clause had 
any force were public elementary schools, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE urged that 
the same thing occurred yesterday on 
a Clause. There was a misleading ex- 
pression in that Clause, and he thought 
the Government would alter it, but when 


it came to the point they had no oppor- | 


tunity of amending it. The Committee 


should have a promise from the Govern- | 


ment that they would introduce the 
words “ public elementary.” 


ROBERT FINLAY thought the 
words were already quite unnecessary, 
and if they were introduced in 
one place in this Clause and not in 
another earlier in the Clause it might 
leave in doubt as to what the meaning 
of “ school” in the first instance was. The 
Clause began by saying that the Board 
of Education should determine whether 
a school was necessary or not. There 
the word was “ school”’ andthe question 
could only arise in the case of public 
elementary schools. 


Mir Channing. 


Sir 


sary, and ensure that the word in Clause 
10 related tothe provision oi new schools. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the 
Attorney General had been good enough 
to refer to Clause 8. The first words of 
that Clause referred to a “public ele- 
|mentary school” and he thought it 
| would be better that these words should 
| be introduced here also. There was no 

kind of sliding scale in the considerations 
that were to determine the Board of 
| Education in the decision of an appeal. 





| Wishes of the parents, secular instruction, 


/and economy of the rates—they were all 
placed on an equal footing. As to the 
last consideration, respecting the rates, 
there was no option. The decision must 
_be in favour of the denominational 
school. As to the wishes of the parents, 
how were they going to be ascertained ! 
| Was there going to be a public inquiry, 
| or was the clergyman to get up a petition 
}and hand it in? The inspector who 
| went down toinquire, as a rule, had pre- 
|conceived notions with regard to these 
|things. There were two different 
| opinions with regard to education. One 
| was, that the most important thing was 
secular instruction. The second was 
that of the gentleman who got up the 
| petition; and they would say they did 
not want to give their children this 
| dangerous weapon of reading and writing, 
'as Canon Lyttleton had described it; 
what they wanted was to give them 
| religious doctrine which taught them to 
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me be humble and lowly to all their | and to the health of the children? Did 
an betters,’ and explained to them that | the law of the land tolerate them now ? 
: the — betters were the canons and pre- | If it did not, why was it then that those 
ite wm aries and curates of the Church. inspectors did not report the insanitary 
th iat was their opinion of education. A | condition of the schools to the Board of 
Per: large number of these inspectors were| Education? It was because they were 
able clergymen themselves, and they were the | what was called imbued with a friendly 
very gentlemen who for years and years | sympathy with the voluntary schools. 
had tolerated insanitary dwellings, purely ' Those inspectors, imbued with a friendly 
and simply in the interests of sectarian | sympathy with the voluntary schools 
not education. [‘*Oh, oh.’’] Wasi h S teuatey 
n. Oh, oh.”] Was it not the | would go down to make this inquiry. 
case that those inspectors had the superin- | They would not visit the parents ; they 
al tendence of the health and education of | would see the managers and the clergy- 
thee the children, and that they had donethat man,and their report would be that in the 
roan in the Sipe of the denominational interest of education, the wishes of the 
schools ? [Cries of “ Oh,’ and “ Divide.”] | parents, and the rights of the existing 
Hon. Members opposite were exceedingly | denominational schools, a rival school 
impatient. When they were getting | should not be set up. 
that their Bill through at motor-car speed, 
tion surely they might tolerate a few regula-| (4.3.) Question put. 
ular tions on the speed. Did they mean to 
eCes- say that the toleration of insanitary The Committee divided :—Ayes 203; 
use schools was not detrimental to education | Noes. 109. (Division List No. 468.) 
ols, 
AYES. 
the : 
uch \gg-Gardner, James Tynte Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Greville, Hon. Roland 
to] Anson, Sir William Reynell Colomb, SirJohn Charles Ready | Groves, James Grimble 
Is of irchdale, Edward Mervyn Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole Hain, Edward 
ele- Arkwrighr, John Stanhope Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge Hall, Edward Marshall 
- it Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Cranborne, Viscount Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Id Arrol, Sir William Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 
U Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jehn Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
/ no Bailey, James (Walworth) Crossley, Sir Savile Hare, Thomas Leigh 
ions Bain, Colonel James Robert Cubitt, Hon. Henry Harris, Frederick Leverton 
| of Baird, John George Alexander | Dalrymple, Sir Charles Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Balearres, Lord Denny, Colonel Heaton, Jolin Henniker 
eal. Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r | Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- Helder, Augustus 
10n, Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Dixon-Hartland,SirFr'd Dixon Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
> all Balfour.Rt HnGerald W (Leeds | Donglas, Rt. Hoa. A. Akers- Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E. 
th Bartley, George ©. T. Dyke, Rt.Hon. Sir William Hart Hogg, Lindsay 
e Beckett, Ernest William Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas Hope,J F.(Shettield, Brightside 
ites, Bignold, Arthur Haber, George Denison (York) Howard,John(ient, Fav’rsh’m 
ust Blundell, Colonel Henry Fardeil, Sir [. George Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
nal Bond, Edward | Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- Fergusson,Rt.Hn SirJ.(Mane’r Hudson, George Bickersteth 
nts, Boulnois, Edmund Finch, George H. Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
ed ? Brassey, Albert Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne Johnstone, Heywood 
iry, Brodrick, Kt. Hon. Sir John Fisher, William Hayes Kemp, George 
i Brookfield, Colonel! Montaga | Fison, Frederick William Kenyon, Hon.treo. T (Denbigh) 
we Brown, Alexander {1.(Shiropsh. | FitzGerali,SirRobertPenrose- Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
vho Brymer, William Ernest Fitzroy.Hon. EdwardAlgernon ‘Ximber, Henry 
pre- Bull, William James ‘tannery, Sir Fortescue KXnowles, Lees 
1ese Campbell, Rt HnJ. A. (Glasgow | Fletcher, itt. Hon. Sir Henry Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
ab Carew, James Laurence Flower, Ernest Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow ) 
en Carson, Kt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Forster, Henry William Lecky,Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Ine Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | Foster, Philips(Warwick,S. W. | Lee,ArthurH( Hants., Fareham 
vas Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire | Galloway, William Johnson Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
was Cayzer, Sir Charles William | Garfit, William Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) Long,Col. ‘harlesW.(Evesham 
the Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Gordon MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
did Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) | Gore, HnG R.C.Ormsby-(Salop Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
his Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry Gore,Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line.) | Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Chapman, Edward Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon | Macdona, John Cumming 
ng, Clive, Captain Perey A. Goschen,Hon. George Joachim | M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 
it; Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. | Goulding, Edward Alired M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
em Coghill, Douglas Harry Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Maleolm, Ian 
to Cohen, Benjamin Louis Greene,SirE W(B’ryS,Edm’nds | Manners, Lord Cecil 
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Maxwell, RtHnSirHE.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J( Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 

Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
sayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 

Caine, William Sproston 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

Causton, Richard Knight 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon.Sir E. (Berwick) 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
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Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Kothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stewart,SirMark J.M‘Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf’d Univ 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 


NOES. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon.Sir William 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
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Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. HonSir WilliamH 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.(Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und. Lyne 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.} 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
W yndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand*Mr. Anstruther. 


Philipps, John Wynford 

Rea, Russell 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 


| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 


Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea | 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJohn,GeorgeSmyth 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest, J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan; E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 


| Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow r 
| Toulmin, George 


M‘Laren, Sir CharlesBenjamin | 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Middlemore,John(Thr’gmort’n 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durhani) | 
Partington, Oswald | 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 


| Weir, James Galloway 


White, George (Norfolk) 


+ White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
| Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Williams, Gsmond (Merioneth 


| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


(4.13.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his | 12, to the word ‘but,’ in line 14, both 
place, and claimed to move, “That the | inclusive, stand part of the Clause,’ be 


Question ‘ That the words of the Clause 
from the first word “ to,”’ in page 4, line | 





now put.” 
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Question put, “That the Question | inclusive, stand part of the Clause,’ be 
‘That the words of the Clause from the | 2°W put.” 


first word “to,” to page 4, line 12, to 
in line 14, both 


the word “ but,” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey | 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W (Leeds | 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, ‘Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
3rown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. | 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A(Glasgow | 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. ThomasH. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colom), Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) | 
Crossley, Sir Saville 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFr dDixon 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke,Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir IT. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJd (Mane’r | 
Finch, George H, 





| Gore, HnG. 
| Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 


| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


AYES. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir RobertPenrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, Wliliam Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
Peg ry Yar thy 
.C Ormsby-(Salop 


Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 


Greene,SirE W (B’ryS. Edm’nds 
Grevillle, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. | 
Hambro, Charles Eric } 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. | 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf'rd | 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Afred 8S. 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 








Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. ) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, F.(Shettield, Brightside | 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversham | 


| Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) | 


Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Kemp, George 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. | 


| Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham | 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Col. CharlesW. (Evesham | 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW | 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) | 
Malcolm, lan 

Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt'n | 
Maxwell, WJH(Dumfriesshire | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 


| Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n | 
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The Committee divided :-—Ayes 213}; 
Noes. 108. (Division List No. 469.) 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donold Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Roberu 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybriage 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) j 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 


| Round, Rt. Hon. James 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 
| Johnstone, Heywood 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 


| Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
| Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 


Stewart,Sir MarkJ. M‘Taggart 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


| Valentia, Viseount 


Vincent,Col. SirC E H. (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C. E. (Taunton 
Welby,Sir CharlesG.E. (Notts. ) 
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Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 


Allan, Sir William(Gateshead) 
Allen, CharlesP.(Gloue Stroud 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinbargh 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, 3ir Christopher 
(ioddard, Daniel Ford 
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Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath | Younger, William 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George | 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood,and Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William { Pickard, Benjamin 
Harwood, George | Rea, Russell 


Hayne, Rt Hon. Charles Seale- | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Hayter, Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. | Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. | Runciman, Walter 

Holland, Sir William Henry | Schwann, Charles E. 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West | Shackleton, David James 





(irant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon.Sir E.( Berwick) | 
Griffith, Ellis J. | 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Horniman, Frederick John | Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Vavid Bryumor(Swans’a | 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth | 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington | 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Logan, John William 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin | 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall } 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Melior, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 


| Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 


| Soames, Arthur Wellesiey 


Svares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R.(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Tnomas, Abel ‘Carmarthen,E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,.J A(Glamorgan, Gower 
Toulmin, George 


| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES.— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M’ Arthur. 


1.28.) (Juestion put accordingly. | The Committee divided:—Ayes 220; 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Allhusen, \ugustusH’nry Eden 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, Jolin Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,Rt. HnGerald W (Leeds 


| 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 


| 

. s ‘ | 

Banbury, Frederick George | 
| 


Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 


| Campbell,RtHn.J. A (Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 


Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, V.C.W(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
| Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 


| Noes, 107. 


AYES. 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 


Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 








(Division List No. 470.) 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Altred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
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Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dix’n 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.SirJohnE. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke,Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailw yn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philips. (Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. V icary (St. Albans) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH ml ts 
Gore, HnG.ht.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir EW(B rySEdm’nds 
Greville, Hon. Roland 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hat], Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Haimvro, Charles Erie 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Ha:dy,Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 








Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) | 
Alleu,CharlesP (Glouc.,Stroud | 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Broauhurst, Heory 

Brown, GeorgeM. (Edinburgh. ) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryer, Rt. Hon. James 

Kurt, Thomas 

By.xton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, Villiam Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Caasion, Richard Knight 





Macdona, John Cumming 


| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


{COMMONS} 


Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
ee ae 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 





Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman | 
Lucas,Col. Freneis (Lowestoft) | 


M‘Iver,SirLewis( EdinburghW 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Maleolm, Lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J H(Dumifriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay Francis Bingham 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 


Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pemberton, John S. G, 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 





Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
tasch, Major Frederic Carne 


NOES. 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dilke, Kt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 





Furness, Sir Christopher 
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Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Smith, James Parker (Lanarks) 


Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxfd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col SirC E H (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edyvar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamH 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C, E( Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.( Notts. ) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm. 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W .H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood,and Mr. Anstruther. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
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Kinloch, SirJ ohnGeorgeSmyth 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Leese, Sir Joseph F.(Accringt’n 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Logan, John William 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Mellor,Rt. Hon. John William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans § 
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Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Rea, Russell 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Joha (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C R(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
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Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. Rk.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Woodhouse,Sir J. T(Huddersf'd 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 





(4.40.) Mr. CHANNING said the 


Amendment he now proposed to move | 


was, he thought, one which the Govern. 
ment would accept. 


this Clause would be public elementary 
schools. The Attorney General had once 
or twice stated that it was the intention 


of the Government that they should be, 


public elementary schools having the 
Conscience Clause, and a time-table which 


allowed the parents to withdraw their | 
children during the hours of religious | 
teaching. He was not able to gather 
/not give any pledge as to the words 


from the hon. and learned Gentleman 
whether his Amendment would be 
accepted, but he invited the hon. and 
learned Gentleman to give it careful 
consideration. 


Amendment proposed, “In page 4, | 


line 14, after the word ‘a’ to insert 
the words ‘ public elementary.’ ’’—(JMr. 
Channing.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Str ROBERT FINLAY _ thought 
that there could be no objection to the 
insertion of these words if they were 
also inserted in the commencement of 


the Clause, but as they did not appear | 
in the commencement they were quite | 
unnecessary. They might have added | 


the words in both cases, but they would 
only throw doubt on the construction of 
the Clause if the words were inserted in 
one place and not in the other. 


It did not seem to) 
him that the definitions in the Bill would | 
cover the assumption that the schools in | 


He | 


hoped the hon. Member would rest con- 


tent with that statement now. The 
matter might be brought up at a 
later stage. 


Mr. CHANNING thought ! the 
difficulty might be obviated by inserting 
the words ‘ public elementary ” in both 
cases. He would be quite willing to 
withdraw his Amendment now if he 
understood that the words would be 
inserted by the Government in both 
places on the Report stage. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he could 


being introduced. The matter would be 
considered, and he would be obliged if 


‘the hon. Gentleman would bring up the 


point on the Report stage. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs), in moving the substitution of 
‘* existing at the date of the passing of this 
Act” for “ actually in existence,” asked 
whether the words of the Clause meant 


in existence at the passing of the Act or 


existing at some time thereafter. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said the Clause 
would apply to every school existing at 
the time the question arose. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS thought 
in that case that the word ‘“actually”’ 
was very much out of place. The 
object of the Amendment was to do 
something to check the enormous and 
unnecessary multiplication of schools 
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which would inevitably take place if the | 
in its present form. | 
The amplest safeguards for the managers | 
of voluntary schools and the ratepayers | 


Clause remained 


had been already provided, and he could 
not conceive why it should be deemed 
necessary to take a large number of 
small schools entirely out of the discre- 
tion of the local education authority and 
the Board of Education as was here pro- 
posed. The provision was as uneduca- 
tional as it could possibly be. It would 
lead to the multiplication of small schools 
necessarily weak in their teaching staff. 
The proposal was simply denomination- 
alism in excelsis, and he was surprised 
the Government should have given their 
sanction toit. By schools being multi- 
plied, as they undoubtedly would be 
under this provision, the education of the 
country would be rendered less efficient 
and more costly. Owing to the principles 
which had, unfortunately, been adopted 
in the Bill, it might be found necessary 
in some places and for protective purposes 
to establish additional schools, but he 
ventured to think the Government 
could have devised a more statesmanlike 
method of meeting the difficulty. It 
was to the interests of education and the 
general social interests of the com- 
munity that the boys and girls in elemen- 
tary schools should, as far as possible, 
grow up together in those schools, and 
not be separated into small divisions. In 
that way they would learn to know and 
respect one another better, and much 
bitter sectarian strife would be prevented. 
It would, doubtless, be said that the pro- 
posal was made for the sake of towns 
like Chester or Southport, where Non- 
conformists had no adequate representa- 
tion in the schools, but the Government 
seemed to have adopted the policy of the 
Chinaman who burned down his house 
to roast his pig—because they were at- 
tempting to meet that grievance by a 
method which would result in the in- 
fliction of far greater educational and 
financial grievances. He begged to 
move. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, line 14, to leave out the words 
‘actually in existence,’ in order to insert 


the words ‘ existing at the date of the passing | 


of this Act.’”—(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


{4 NovEMBER 1902} 


Bill. 46 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘actually in existence ’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 


*THe SECRETARY or tHE BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Sir WILLIAM Anson, 
Oxford University) said the Govern- 
ment could not possibly accept an 
Amendment, which would stereotype 
the conditions existing at the time when 
this measure became law. With the 
rapid growth of population and the possible 
changes of denominational conditions, it 
would not be desirable to provide that 
this portion of the Clause should apply 
only to schools in existence at the passing 
of the Act. He agreed with the hon. 
Member as to the disastrous effect of the 
multiplication of small schools. Such 
schools should not be multiplied more 
than was absolutely necessary for the 


protection of the interests and the 
satisfaction of the desires of the 
different denominations. It had _ to 


be borne in mind, however, that the 
Clause referred not to the creation 
of new schools but to the continu- 
ance of schools actually in existence. 
When the question of the creation of a 
new school came before the Board of 
Education it would have to be decided 
according to the conditions already 
debated and passed, but the provision 
under discussion dealt only with schools 
actually in existence at the time the 
question as to whether a school was 
necessary or not arose. Suppose that a 
locality changed its denominational char- 
acter and became very largely Jewish or 
Roman Catholic. Thatdenomination might 
come forward with a proposal to provide 
a denominational school. Under the 
circumstances, and having paid regard to 
the matters already dealt with, the Board of 
Education might sanction a school of a 
denominational character, and there 
might be a withdrawal of children 
from a school provided by the local 
authority. That school, though depleted, 
should be allowed to continue even though 
the numbers were but little over thirty. 
For that reason it was desirable that the 
words should be allowed to remain as they 
stood, because they would prevent any in- 
justice arising from the shifting of popula- 
tion and the change in the denominational 
character of the population. The 
continuance of the provision of schools 
varying in character was still of 
|very great importance and necessity 
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to many parents and children in the 
locality. 
the Government, he could not accept the 
Amendment of his hon. friend. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) said he 
failed entirely to agree with the 
arguments which his hon. friend the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
had used in reply to the Amendment of his 
hon. friend. 


*(5.5.) Mr. ERNEST GRAY(West Ham, 
N.) said he could not agree with his hon. 
friend’s defence of this Clause. The rule 
alluded to was in existence now, and it had 
not worked well at all. This proposal might 
mean one school entering into keen com- 
petition with another school, thus doing a 
great amount of injury to the education 
of the district. What was the operation 
of this Clause? It tied the hands of the 
Board of Education. This was not a case 
of giving them larger powers and more 
aiscretion, for it was simply tying their 
hands behind their backs compelling them 
to say “ Notwithstanding that we have 
declared fer twelve months past that this 
school is absolutely unnecessary, that it 
is injurious, that it is not in the 
interests of secular education, and has 
no regard for the economy of the 
rates, yet, inasmuch as you have secured 
an average attendance of thirty scholars 
during a period of twelve months we 
have no option whatever.” This might 
injure the education of the distriet and 
be wasteful; yet, notwithstanding this, the 
Education Department had to recognise 
that school and place it upon the grant 
list. Could any hon. Member say that 
this rule had worked well in the past ? 
Had it not been the means of compelling 
the Board of Education to place schools 
upon the grant list which they had 
declared to be unnecessary. Take the 
illustration given by his hon. friend. He 
had perfect power to deal with a case of 
that kind. ‘Take a case where there was 
a change of population. Take, for example, 
the town of Dover and its great harbour 
works. Through the introduction of a 
great alien population at Dover the 
necessity would arise for the erection of 
schools of various kinds. The Board of 


Education could admit a school of ten or 
exclude one of 500. The right hon. Gentle- 
man proposed now to add not a new power 
but to place fetters upon them by say- 
ing that Parliament had laid down that | 


Sir William Anson. 
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this school, having scraped together for 
twelve months thirty children, was bound 


'to be maintained by being placed upon 
| the grant list, and so long as that school 
continued to give efficient education to 


thirty scholars they could not take it off 
the grant list. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was throwing away his discretionary 
power in adopting those words. He 
begged the Government to reconsider the 
question of these small schools before 
the Report stage, and see if they could 
not leave the absolute unfettered dis- 
cretion to the Board of Education and 
the local authorities, and not give 
away their powers by fettering them- 
selves by an unnecessary Clause of this 
sort. He had supported the Government 
all through on these two Clauses, realis- 
ing that until they reached this phrase 
the position of the Government was 
unassailable, but here they were placing 
a direct premium upon the erection of 
these small schools. It had. been argued 
that the interests ofthe rates were entirely 
in favour of religious denominations. If 
they had two schools in one district 
accommodating thirty scholars each, 
when one school would accommodate the 
sixty, that was not in the interest of the 
ratesor of secular instruction. Let them 
suppose that a Nonconformist clergyman, 
dissatisfied with the teaching of Church 
schools, manages toerect aschoolforthirty 
children, and keeps them together for 
twelve months, and came to the Board 
of Education for recognition. The Board 
of Education were bound to take over 
that school. 

Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Not bound. 

Sirk WILLIAM ANSON: They have 
to run the gauntlet of Clause 9. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY said that if at 
the end of twelve months such a school 
as he had described produced its register 
showing that thirty children had been 
in average attendance for twelve months 
it came within the terms of this Clause. 
[MINISTERIAL cries of “No, no!’’} 
What was itthen? Was there anything 
in the Bill which modified that pro- 
cedure? Such a school would come up 
for an annual grant to be paid by the 
local authority, and as he read this 
Clause the Board of Education would then 
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have no option whatever. They must take 
over that school of thirty scholars. He 
urged the Government to trust their 
own Department and leave them un- 
fettered by any rigid rule of this dis- 
cription. Let them take over schools 
of ten children if they thought it was 
desirable. He could imagine places in 
the Welsh valleys and in Cumberland 
and Westmoreland, where it might be 
found convenient to have a small school 
to prevent children having to tramp four 
or five miles, but he thought it should 
be left to the Board of Education quite 
unfettered, and they should not be 
compelled to take over any school of 
thirty whether they liked it or not. 


Dr. MACNAMARA desired to join in 
the appeal made by his hon. friend to the 
Government to accept this Amendment, 
or else to drop the last three or four lines 
of this Clause altogether. The Secretary 
to the Board of Education must recognise 
that this Bill was a great revolution in 
educational matters. Schools which were 
actually in existence should be dealt 
with fairly and honourably, but they 
should not allow denominationalists to 
come forward any time after the 
passing of this Bill, offering their build- 
ings, and putting them upon the rates 
and grant list, thus forcing upon every 
locality for all time these denominational 
schools. Up tothe present, the definition 
given them of an existing school had 
meant ‘‘a school in existence at the 
passing of the Act,” but now they 
understood that it meant any time. 
Their greatest difficulty would arise in 
the small villages. The Church of Eng- 
land had its school in every village, and 
that school was now to be placed entirely 
upon the rates and taxes. There was 
great irritation already throughout the 
country upon this question. The people 
in a village would be able-to say “ Here 
is a building which we have no particular 
use for; we can get an average attend- 
ance of thirty, and we can have it put 
upon the grant list. He thought the 
Government proposal was highly objec- 
tionable, for the reasons urged by his 
hon. friend the Member for North West 
Ham. The Secretary to the Board of 
Education thought this difficulty would 
not arise, but the fact that they had 
a Church school established in every 


{4 NOVEMBER 1902} Bill. 50 


village would cause Nonconformists 
to turn every stone possible to find 
some means of having their own schools. 
All they had got to do was to bring 
forward the building at any date, and 
the Board of Education had no 
alternative but to say that the school 
was necessary, and the result must be 
that in many villages in Wales, and in 
Nonconformist districts generally there 
would be two schools each half empty, 
neither properly organised, extravagant 
to the locality, and educationally absurd. 
He appealed to the Government to drop 
allthe words of the Clause after the 
word “but,” or if they would not do 
that it should be so amended as to apply 
only to schools actually in existence at 
the passing of the Bill. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE supported 
theappeal of hishon. friendthe Member for 
North West Ham to omit the concluding 
words of the Clause. In the first place 
these words would impose a quite un- 
necessary restriction upon the Board of 
Education; secondly, it might very well 
be a hardship on the ratepayers and the 
local authority to maintain schools which 
were in fact unnecessary; thirdly, it 
might be a serious injury to the Board 
of Education to be compelled to maintain 
unnecessary schools; and fourthly, it 
might cause a false standard of necessity 
to be set up. Moreover, he thought 
that the language of the Clause they 
were discussing was by no means clear. 
If the Government thought it necessary 
to give protection to the small schools 
actually in existence, they ought to 
accept the Amendment. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) 
said he had no idea that the Amend- 
ment was so important until he heard 
the speech of the Under Secretary. His 
speech was a direct invitation to every 
religious section of the community to try 
to obtain a little school withthirty scholars 
init. Theright hon. Gentleman mentioned 
two bodies not connected with the Church 
of England—Roman Catholics and the 
Jews. There were a dozen other Non- 
conformist bodies in this country ; all of 
them, having regard to the invitation 
given them by the right hon. Gentleman, 
would undoubtedly set at once to try 
and provide their little schools. Schools 
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tional efficiency and could only supply 
employment to teachers employed under 
Article 68. It would be impossible for 
schools of thirty scholars to engage and 
maintain an efficient teacher for so small a 
number of children. The Wesleyans had 
now raised a special fund of a million, 
and intended to devote a large portion 
of it to providing schools where necessary 
in order that the people of their faith 
might have a school in which their 
children should be taught their doctrines. 
If the Wesleyans in Lincolnshire, in 
Norfoik, in Cambridgeshire, in Corn- 
wall, and in -other counties 
Wesleyanism was particularly strong, 
determined to have their denominational 
teaching at the public expense, and 
devoted a quarter of a million for the 
provision of the schools and their main- 
tenance for one year, did the Prime 
Minister not see what the Clause would 
lead to? It would end disastrously to 
invite universal division in educational 
work. He should not have taken part in 
the debate but for the most alarming and 
revolutionary disastrous speech made 
by the right hon. Gentleman in his in- 
vitation. Swedenborgians, Plymouth 
Brethren, Congregationalists, Methodist 
Free Church, and a dozen other denomi- 
nations would read his speech, and do 
their best to have their own little school 
and have it maintained out of public 
funds. It was only in the interests of 
sound and efticient education that the 
Amendment was moved. 


{COMMONS} 


of this size must be disastrous to educa- | 
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public elementary schools could be 
established. Under that Clause, if the 
local authority, or any other persons, 
proposed to provide a new public 
elementary school they must get per- 
mission to do so. Where was the possi- 
bility of a little school being started with 
ten, fifteen or twenty children, suddenly 
sprung on the ratepayers, and established 
in that condition of permanence such as 
the hon. Member feared ? He did hope 
that hon. Members would not cherish the 
superstition that these schools spring up 
unobserved and would be suddenly 
| thrown upon the ratepayers. 


where | 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said the debate had 
clearly shown that either the Clause 
was not so readily intelligible as hon. 
Members who had spoken for the 
Government seemed to suppose, or some 
Members of the Committee on both 
sides of the House were more than 
usually stupid. The Parliamentary 
Secretary had been good enough to 
‘call them superstitious, but he thought 
that the Clause did really seem obscure. 
He frankly admitted that he had had 
considerable difficulty in understanding 
it. He did not realise that the word 
“ school,’’ where it was first used at the 
beginning of the Clause did not refer 
to a new school. He did not see why 
the Clause should not be made clear as 
it stood. He thought the best thing 
by far would be to trust the Board of 
Education, and to omit those lines 
altogether. It would not mean that 


| 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said he only the Government were giving up any- 
rose to correct an extraordinary misappre-| thing they were contending for. It 
hension which the hon. Member forNorth | would only be giving a little more 
West Ham appeared to be under. He | discretion to the Board of Education. 
appeared to think that under this Clause | If the Government could not take that 
it would be possible for persons or bodies | course, he would suggest that they 





in some surreptitious way to foist a school 
on the community, and then to call on 
the local education authority to say that 
it should not be considered unnecessary, 
and that therefore there should be a 
school maintained unnecessarily at the 
public expense. The hon. Member seemed 
to have entirely forgotten what had over 
and over again been pointed out by the 
Attorney General, that we were dealing in 
this Clause with public elementary 


should take the course suggested by 
his hon. friend, and, at any rate, pre- 
scribe to the Board of Education that 
those proposing to provide a new school 
should comply with certain regulations. 
But if the Government would not have 
| either of these courses, he would ask 
‘them to make it clear in the Bill, so 
that people, not having the advantage 
of explanations from the Attorney 
|General, could rightly understand the 


schools, and that the whole of Clause 9 meaning. The hon. Member for North 
dealt with the conditions under which! West Ham had expressed himself in doubt 


Mr. Broadhurst. 
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as to what a school “actually in exist- 
ence” might mean. He understood the 
Government contention to be that a 
school recognised as necessary no wand 
receiving a grant should not be con- 
sidered unnecessary in future if it had 
thirty scholars. 


(5.28.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought 
it should not be difficult to understand 
the Clause. No new school could be 
called into existence without due notice, 
full inquiry, and the sanction of the 
Board of Education. Therefore, every 
school in existence would be a necessary 
school. Suppose a rate-provided school 
was established. For some reason or 
another the circumstances of the dis- 
trict slowly changed, and there was a 
strong desire for a denominational 
school. Permission was granted for 
that school, and it emptied the rate- 
provided school of pupils whose parents 
preferred denominational teaching. 
Precisely the same thing would happen 
in a converse case. Suppose there was 
a rate-provided school started in com- 
petition with, or in the neighbourhood 
of the denominational school, a large 
number of pupils might prefer the 
teaching of the denominational school, 
and it was quite clear that it would be 
a burden to maintain both schools. It 
was evident they could not deal with 
machinery below a certain point. They 
wished that every child should have the 
teaching which the parents would like 
to give it, but there were limits, and 


they could not consider all the claims | 


of that kind even with existing schools. 
The point was at what particular 


number they were to fix the limit at | 


which the school was to cease to have a 
claim to public support. How far were 
they going to allow the process of 
depletion to go on so as to beat a school 
out of the educational ground. The 
number thirty had been fixed upon—a 
number they found buried in the Act 
of 1870. There was, therefore, Parlia- 
mentary sanction for it, and it seemed 
a reasonable number; but let it be 
understood at what stage they were 
going to kill an existing school. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY said that the 
words were really not clear ; they were 
incorporated from another document 
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| which had no reference to the case 
| before the Committee now. But the 
| Clause, as it stood. also covered the 
position already covered by the words 
of the Code. On the formation of a 
school, and its having obtained thirty 
scholars, was the Board of Education to 
recognise it or not? He was afraid 
'they might all read a different inter- 
pretation of the words in the Clause. 
What was wanted was that the words 
should be made so clear that there 
would be only one interpretation. 


Sir EDWARD GREY said that that 
was the point which he strongly sup- 
ported. The sort of change he wanted 
was to strike out the words “ actually 
in existence” and to substitute the 


words “‘a school which has once been 
recognised as a _ public elementary 
school.”’ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
be quite prepared to accept that. 


Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) thought the 
words “ a school once already recognised ” 
had no definite meaning, but there was a 
form of words which would get rid of the 
difficulty. He suggested “a _ school 
actually in existence at the passing of 
this Act, or hereafter to be provided 
under Section 9.” [Cries of ‘* No, no.’’] 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that Article 
80 in the Code stated ‘“‘A_ school 
is not to be deemed unnecessary if at the 
date of the application for an annual 
grant it is recognised as a certified 
efficient school and has an average 
attendance of thirty scholars.” He 
thought the insertion of these two 
words, “ certified efficient,”’ before school 
would meet the difficulty. 


Mr. BRYCE suggested that the words 
should be ‘‘a school once recognised as 
entitled to maintenance.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he could 
not agree that the words of the Prime 
Minister fairly covered the case, and they 
should be subject to the most careful 

| scrutiny. 

| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the Com- 
| mittee would do well to get at the form 
| of the Amendment ; he proposed there- 
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fore, to accept it in the following shape | 


—A school already recognised as a 
public elementary school.’’ He said he 
did so subject to careful consideration 
as to the drafting. There could be no 
mistake as to the policy of the Govern- 
ment on the point of principle. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment made— 

‘In page 4, line 14, by leaving out the words, 
‘actually in existence,’ and inserting the words, 
‘already recognised as a public elementary 
school.’ ”—(.Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
District) said he did not wish to 
raise any lengthy discussion on his 
Amendment, to leave out the word 
“thirty” at theend of the Clause and insert 
“hundred.” The Prime Minister had 
very justly observed that on any Clause 
of this kind arguments might be used 
either for increasing or diminishing the 
number, and he had indicated that the 
limitation of 50 occurred in the Code 
under the Act of 1870. But he sub- 
mitted to the right hon. Gentleman that 
whatever might have been adopted with 
propriety in 1870 was too smail a 
number under a new  administra- 
tion. The First Lord had enlarged on 
the rights of parents, and had stated 
throughout that his object was, as far 
as possible, to secure equality by giving 
all parents the opportunity of getting a 
school in which the doctrines of their 
faith would be taught to their children. 
For himself he would have much pre- 
ferred if the Bill had dealt with the new 
schools to be provided by the local edu- 
cation authority, without raising the 
question of existing voluntary schools. 
He maintained that 30 was much too 
limited a number and he did not propose 
100 as better than 110, but because he 
thought it would be more convenient. 
He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 4, line 17, to leave out the word 
‘thirty, and insert the words ‘ one hundred.’” 
—(Mr. Brynmor Jones.) 

Question proposed’ “That the word 
“thirty ° stand part of the Clause.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
hon. Gentleman had put his argument 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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very fairly. After all, however, the 
question was, what was asuitable number. 
He submitted that 100 was distinctly 
too large. If there were 30 it showed 
that there was a sensible demand for a 
school. He would point out that the 
Clause did not say that 30 was a hard 
and fast limit. It was possible for 
a school already recognised to have a 
smaller number of scholars. But so 
long as it retained 30 it would not 
be struck off the list if it had once got 
on. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON suid he 
understood that the limit of 30 had been 
adopted from the Code following the Act 
of 1870, but the circumstances now were 
very different from those when that Code 
was drawn up. He understood from the 
Attorney General that the Clause might 
be extended by the Board of Education 
to schools with only ten or twelve 
children. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) appealed to 
the Government to give a little con- 
sideration to this matter. His hon. 
iriend who moved the Amendment had, 
he thought, gone to the other extreme 
by fixing the limit at 100, but a school 
with only 30 children, or even less, 
meant necessarily a very _ inetticient 
school. It was impossible for one teacher 
to teach children trom the age of three to 
the age of thirteen, and from Standard 
ji. up to Standard VII. At an earlier 
stage he had made a suggestion which 
would get over the inefficiency ot small 
schools. In America they had adopted a 
system of amalgamating smail schools and 
providing public conveyances to carry 
the children to the consolidated school 
when it was at too great a distance for 
them to walk. The inspectors of the 
American Education Department had 
reported how very great was the increase 
of etliciency by adopting a system o: that 
kind. If such a scheme were adopted 
here no obstinate body of managers who 
preferred their own school could block 
the way to educational reform in the 
small schools. He appealed, in the 
cause of good education, to the Secretary 
to the Education Department to give 
them some encouragement and, if the hon. 
Gentleman could not agree to fix the 
number at 100 to accept 50 or 60. He 
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was sorry the right hon. Member for 
Cambridge University was not in the 
House, because he knew that that right 
hon. Gentleman held the same views as 
he did on this question and had often 
expressed them. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) said 


it seemed that this question had been | 


considerably altered by the change of 
language adopted by the Government, 
because they had accepted the words 
“already recognised.” The number 30 
had been accepted by Parliament in 
the Code for thirty years, and it would 
be, he thought, a hardship on many 
schools to alter it. The point he wished 
to emphasise was that these schools 
would not be recognised and receive the 
grants unless they were efficient. He 
himself was by no means a friend of the 
small schools, and he had visited many of 
them; but at the same time, in many 
thinly populated districts, the children 
could only receive education in small 
schools, and there they were necessary. 
He thought it would be an act of 
injustice to abolish these small schools. 


Mr. BRYCE said that the argument of 
his hon. friend who had just sat down 
had been entirely nullified by the state- 
ment of the Attorney General, who had 
admitted that schools with only ten or 
twelve children ought to be maintained. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY: In special 
circumstances. 


Mr. BRYCE: Yes, in special cireun- 
stances. ‘The reason why they objected 
to 30 was that that number would 
prove an obstacle to consolidation. ‘Small 
schools might be efficient in the sense to 
be entitled to receive a grant, and yet 
they might be far less efficient and be 
far less able to serve a district effectively 
than one large, strong school, but the 
amour propre of the managers might in- 
duce them to resist consolidation of the 
weaker schools. If they were to fix a 
limit it should be much higher than 30, 
say 60 or 70. If his hon. friend per- 
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| to be made to small schools where the 
| number of children was smaller than that 
' mentioned by the Attorney General, was 
/not repealed by this Bill, and therefore 
| the Board of Education would be enabled 
| to authorise grants to these very small 
| schools where they were necessary. He 
should leave the question of the limit of 
numbers to be absolutely elastic. He 
entered a protest against the insertion of 
/any words in the Bill which would seem 
to raise unnecessary difficulties to the 
process of consolidation. He had paid 
many visits to the United States and 
had on every occasion studied the 
working of the school system there. 
The extraordinary thing was that in 
the most progressive State, Massa- 
chusetts, despite the great advances 
made by education, the total number 
of public elementary schools had actu- 
ally diminished during the last ten 
years. That had been done by deliberate 
Act of the Legislature and the local 
authorities. The number of small and 
| usually inefficient schools had been limited, 
and splendid buildings erected with many 
class-rooms, with the best possible statf 
and facilities for pupils being passed 
on to higher studies, a policy which 


enabled the children to obtain educa- 
tional advantages which they could 
not have commanded in very small 
schools. He would much prefer if his 


hon. friend withdrew his Amendment 
limiting the number of children, or add 
to his Amendment words of a nature to 
convey what was in the minds of every- 
one who had considered this question, as, 
for instance, “ or such other number as is, 
in the opinion of the Board of Education, 
consistent with efficiency of education i 
the district to be served.” He hoped, 
in any case that in the administra- 
tion of this Bill, if it passed into law, 
which he certainly hoped it would not, 
the hon. Gentleman who was now Secre. 
tary to the Board of Education would not 
encourage this fatal policy of multiplying 
small schools, or discourage in any way 
the consolidation of weak and inefficient 
schools into large, strong, and efficient 
schools. 


sisted in his Amendment he ought to, 


be supported. 


*Mr. CHANNING said that it had | 


escaped the attention of hon. Members 


that sub-Section 2 of Clause 19 in the | 


Act of 1870, which enabled State grants 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) 
said that so far the matter had been 
considered on the lines of rural schools. 
It was not alone a matter of rural 
| schools, but a matter of how to deal 
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with denominational schools in urban 
areas. In the area of Liverpool 
there were about twice as many 


voluntary schools as board schools, 
but less than half the children in that 
area were educated in them. The volun- 
tary schools there were practically less 
than half the size of the board schools, 
school for school. In the parishes of a 
county city like Liverpool there would 
sure to be a school in connection with 
each parish church, and in areas of this 
character, where the parishes were close 
together and did not each occupy 
a large space, he thought where the 
two voluntary schools were in close 
proximity, one with a large building 
half empty and the other with a 
small building quite full, the local 
education authority should have power 
o bring all the children to the large 
school and close the small one. In that 
case there would be one large school 
where education would be more economic- 
ally and efficiently carried on. No harm 


{COMMONS} Bill 60 


would be done to the denominations in 
the city, but there would be a great gain 
to education. If the proposal of the 
Clause as it was held good it would bein 
the power of the managers of a small 
school like this to insist upon their 
school remaining on the grant list and 
being maintained so long as there were 
thirty children init. In rural areas the 
difficulties of distance and thinness of 
population no doubt justified the number 
of thirty, but in urban areas the number 
ought not to be maintained. Every Mem- 
ber of the House would feel that the ques- 
tion of putting new burdens on the rate- 
payers for denominational schools ought 
to be considered from an economical as 
well as a political point of view. At 
present it had not been considered from 
that point of view. 


(6.3.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 230; 
Noes, 124. (Division List No. 471.) 


AYES. 


Avg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Allhusen, AugustusH’nryEden | Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, ‘Benjamin Louis 

Rt. Hon. Jesse 
)SirJohnCharlesReady | Gordon,MajEvans-(TrH’ml’ts 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Linc. ) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


C ‘ollings 
Colon 


Baird, John George Alexander | Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cox, [rwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Balcarres, Lord 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. ; 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry | Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


| Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS(Warwick,S. W. 

| Gallow ay, William Johnson 
| Garfit, William 

| Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 


yee Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 





Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Bal'our, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
salfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, ‘Arthur 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
3ond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles,T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown Alexander H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. HnJ.A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James Lawrence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


Mr. Youall. 





Cripps, Charles Alfred | | Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) | Graham, Henry Robert 
Cross, "Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

Cc rossley , Sir Savile Greene,SirE W (B'ryS Edm’nds 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry | Grenfell, William Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles | | Grev ile, Hon. Ronald 
Davenport, W. Bromley- | Groves, James Grimble 
Davies,Sir HoratioD(Chatham | Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Denny, Colonel | Hain, Edward 

Dewar,SirT. R.(TowerHamlets | Hall, Edward Marshall 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon | Hambro, Charles, Eric 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.Sir JohnE. | Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Hardy, ‘aurence(Kent,Ashf rd 
Duke, Henry Edward | Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart | Harris, Frederick ‘Leverton 
Faber, George Denison (Y: ork) | Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Fardell, Sir T. George Haslett, Sir James Horner 

F ellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJd.(Mane’r | Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Finch, George H. | Heaton, John Henniker 

F inlay , Sir Robert Bannatyny | Helder, Augustus 

Fisher, William Hayes Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Fison, Frederick William Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- | Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon | Hogg, Lindsay 


| 
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Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John(Kent, Fav’rsh’m 
Howard, J.(Midd. , Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp. George 

Kenyon, Hon Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton,Hon. Frederick. Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, SirJ oseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Loder, Gerald Waiter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W J H( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Miiner, Rt. Hn.SirFrederickG. 


Allan,Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc. Stroud 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edward~, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


{4 NoveMBer 1902} 


{ More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) | 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) | 
| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
| Perey, Earl 
| Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick | 
Plummer, Walter R. 





Powell, Sir Francis Sharp | 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
| Purvis, Robert 
| Pym, C. Guy 
| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John 8. 
| Rankin, Sir James 
| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 

Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge | 
| Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomsun 
| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 

Robinson, Brooke 
, Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. (Stopford- 
| Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 

Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 

Saunderson, RtHn. Col. Edw.J. 


NOES, 


Fuller, J. M, F. 
fFurness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone,Rt. Hn. Herbt.John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
| Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
| Griffith, Ellis J. 
| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Harcourt, Rt. Hon.Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
| Harwood, George 
| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
| Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
| Hemphill, Rt.Hon. Charles H. 
| Holland, Sir Wm. Henry 
| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
| Horniman, Frederick John 
| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
| Kitson, Sir James 
| Labouchere, Henry 
| Lambert, George 
| Langley, Batty 
| Leese,SirJosephF (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 
| Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lloyd-George, David 
| Logan, John William 
| Lough, Thomas 
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Seton-Karr, Henr 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(OxfdUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


| Thornton, Perey M. 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


| Valentia, Viscount 
| Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt,Hn.SirWilliamH., 


| Wanklyn, James Leslie 


Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 


| Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 


Wilson,J.W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 


| Worsley-Taylor,Henry Wilson 
| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuait- 


Wylie, Alexander 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Wyrdham-Quin, Major W. H. 


| Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-- 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Camarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C. R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 


(6.18.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in | 


{COMMONS} 


! Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 


Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 





Whiteley, Geo. (York, W.R.) 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, HenryJ - (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES~— 
Mr. Brynmor Jones and 
Mr. Herbert Roberts. 


Question put, “That the Question, 


his place and claimed to move, “ That the | ‘ That the Clause, as amended, stand 


Question, ‘That the Clause, as amended, 
stand part of the Bill’ be now put.” | 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustasnryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Jalfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manczh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M- M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Rill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Gritfith- 
Joulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsk. 
3rymer, William Errest 
Bull, William James 
Buteher, John George 
Campbell, Rt Hn. J.A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson,Rt. Hon. Sir Edward H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh’re 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Ulive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
( ‘olomb,SirJohn Charles Read 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


AYES. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 244; 
Noes, 123. (Division List No. 472.) 


| part of the Bill’ be now put.”’ 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | Hain, Edward 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton | 
| Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
| Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf rd 


Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

| Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 


Dewar, SirT. R.(TowerHamlets | 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFr’d Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

ison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Erie 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 


| Haslett, Sir James Horner 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 


| Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 


Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F. (Shetfield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,Joln(Kent,Faversh'm 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 


' Knowles, Lees 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop | 


Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 


| Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | 


| Goulding, Edward Altred 

| Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW(B ry S Edm’nds 


| Grenfell, William Henry 
| Greville, Hon. Ronald 
' Groves, James Grimble 


' Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury | 


Lawrence,SirJoseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
dae John Cumming 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 


! M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
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Malcolm, Ian | 
Manners, Lord Cecil | 
Maxwell, WJ H (Dumfriesshire | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 
Middlemore,J’ hnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn.Sir FrederickG. | 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, David J.(Walth’mst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,Rt HnA.Graham(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Peel, Hn. Wm Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Sroadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Bart, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


{4 NOVEMBER 1902} 


Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John 8. 

Kankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
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| Talbot.Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUniv. 

| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Rattigan, Sir William Henry | Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Ridley, HonM. W. (Stalybridge | Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green | Valentia, Viscount 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


Vincent,Col. SirCEH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hail 
| Walrond,RtHonSirWilliam H. 
| Wanklyn, James Leslie 
| Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
| Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts. 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | Whiteley, H.(Asht’n und. Lyne 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | Williams,RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn.Col.Edw.J. | Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. } 
Seton-Karr, Henry | Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Sharpe, William Edward T. Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Simeon, Sir Barrington | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) | Wylie, Alexander 

Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich | Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Stanley,Hon.Arthur(Ormskirk | Younger, William 
Stanley,Edward Jas. (Somerset | 





Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie | 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) | 


VOL. CXIV. 


Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart | 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


NOES. 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 


[FourtH Serigs.]  C 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
| Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, SirCharles M.(D’rh 
Partington, Oswald 
| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Wal: en 
| Perks, Robert William 
| Philipps, John Wynford 
| Pickard, Benjamin 
| Priestley, Arthur 
Reckitt, Harold James 
| Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Kifion) 
| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
| Robson, William Snowdon 
| Runciman, Walter 
Schwann, Charles E. 
| Shackleton, David James 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
| Sloan, Thomas Henry 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
| Soares, Ernest J. 
| Spencer, RtHn.C.R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
| Thomas,F. Freeman-(Hastings 
Thomas,J A (Glamorgin,Gower 
| Toulmin, George 
Wallace, Robert °* 
| Walton,JohnLawson (Leeds,S. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 
Weir, James Galloway 
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bon George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


(6.33.) Question put accordingly. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hn’ry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jobn 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Kobert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick Gecrge 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown,Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt Hon J A(Glasg’w 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

( ‘olomb, SirJohn CharlesReady 
Colston, CharlesEdw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD,(Chatham 


{COMMONS} 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R) 
W oodhouse,SuJ T (Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry | 





Noes, 126. 


AYES. 


Denny, Colonel 
Dewar, SirT. R.(TowerHamlets | 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby. John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohn E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke,Rt. Hon.SirW illiam Hart 
Faber, George Denison (York) | 
Fardell, Sir T. George | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
| Fergusson,Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mance’r | 
| pp: ‘ | 
Finch, George H. 
| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Fisher, William Hayes 
| Fison, Frederick William 





FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- | 


| Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
| Flannery, Sir Forte~cue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
| Flower, Ernest 
| Forster, Henry William 
| Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
| Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
| Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (Su. Albans) 
| Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
| Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
| Gore, Hn.G R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby- (Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir E W(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, Henrv D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hanbury, Rt. Hp. Robert Wm 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOogEs.— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250; 
(Division List No. +73.) 


Howard,John( Kent. Faversh’m 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenry Cecil 
Huson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 


| Keswick, William 


Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 

Knowles, Lees * 

| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 

| Lawrence, SirJos ph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lecky, Rt Hon. William Edw, H 

| Lee, Arthur H( Hants, Fareham 

| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 

| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon Walter( Bristol,S 

| Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 

| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 

Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, RtHnSirHE,(Wigt’n 

Maxwell, WJ H (Dumtriesshire 

Meysey-Thompson. Sir H. A. 

Mildmay, Francis Bingham 

Milner, Kt. Hon. SirFrederickG 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 

Morgan, David J.( Walth mst’ w 

Morrell, George Herbert 

Morrison, James Archibald 

| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 

| Mount, William Arthur 

| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 

| Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 

| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

| Nicholson, William Graham 

| Nicol, Donald Ninian 

| Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 

| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsa 

| Peel, Hn W m. Robert Wellesley 

| Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 

| Pierpoint, Robert 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce- -Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Kandles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Staly bridge 
Ridley, 8. Forde(BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt, Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn.Col. Edw. J 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gioue. Stroud 
Asquith, Rt Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, 'Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir mane Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Svdney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Canston, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davis, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
oe Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 11 :— 
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Scott, Sir S. (ery) lebone, W.) | 
Seton-Karr, Henr 

Sharpe, W illiam B dward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | 


Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf’'d Univ 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 


NOES. 


Hayter, Rt. Hon, Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Jones,David Brynmor(Sw’nsea | 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, Jobn William 

Lough, Thomas 

Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 


Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) | 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cec cil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Palmer,Sir CharlesM.(Durham | 


Partington, Oswald 


Pease, ya (Saffron W; alden) | 


Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, Jona Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Priestley, Arthur 
Reckitt, Harold James 
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Walrond, Kt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Webb, Col. William George 
W elby, Lt. -Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby,Sir Charles (+. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Y ‘orks. ) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn, E.R. (Bath) 
Worsley- Taylor; Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.b. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


tickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


| Runciman, Walter 


Schwann, Charles E. 


| Shackleton, David James 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt HnC. R.( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 


| Strachey, Sir Edward 


Thomas, Abel (¢ ‘armarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E. 


| Thomaa, David Alfred(Merthyr 


Thomas,l’. Freeman- (Hastings 
Thomas,J A(G I morgan,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 


| White, George (Norfolk) 


White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 


| Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. 


Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse,Sir J T( Huddersf d 
Yoxall, James Heary 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone 
and Mr. WilliamM‘Arthur. 


| (6.48.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) 


moved to insert after 


“authority,” in 
words, “or any body of 
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managers.” He said the object of the | Clause 8, if the managers failed to dis. 
Clause was to give the Board of Educa- charge their duties, the local education 
tion the power of compelling the local authority were, in addition to their other 
education authority to carry out its | powers, to have power to carry out the 
duties. He thought other bodies on | original intention as if they were 


whose shoulders responsibilities rested | managers. 


should also be compelled to do their | 
| Sm JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 





part. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: I do not think it | 


will do to propose such an Amendment 
here. 
discussed on Clause 8, sub-Section (a), 
and if the managers fail to carry out 
their duties under this Act certain 
things are to happen. The Committee 


have considered that case and laid down | 


what is to happen. 


Mr. LOUGH: Iam thinking specially | 


of Section 9. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that if any 
persons other than the local education 
authority proposed to provide a new 
public elementary school and failed to 
carry out their proposal, the Board of 
Education should have power to compel 
them to do so. 
therefore in order. 


THE CHAIRMAN: What does that 
matter? 1 understand that other 
persons can 
that they are prepared to provide a 


new school, but that is not a duty. 


under the Elementary Education Acts. 
Therefore it would not be right to 
insert these words in the way proposed. 
I do not say the proposal of the hon. 
Member is not a proper one to make; 


far from it. What I say is that you) 


cannot assume that persons other than 
the local education authority have certain 
duties under the Elementary Education 
Acts. Of course they have not. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 
under Clause 8 certain consequences were 
to follow if the managers did not perform 


their duties, but did that exclude their | 


being subject to another penalty? The 
local education authority were subject to 
mandamus. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that 
a mandamus was not given as a remedy if 
there existed another remedy. Under 


Mr, Lough. 


That matter has already been 


The Amendment was 


come forward and say 


| Northwich) submitted that it would be 
very much more convenient if the 
/managers carried out the duty under 
mandamus than if the local authority 
did it. ; 


Mr. LOUGH said the words he pro- 
posed to insert would make the Clause 
clearer. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY submitted 
that the hon. Member was not entitled 
to bring in the words here with reference 

to Clause 9, which was perfectly explicit. 

If the managers did not varry out their 
undertaking to provide a school the Board 
of Education might require them to do it, 
but that would rest between them and 
the Board. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sm WILLIAM ANSON moved an 
Amendment, with the object of making 
it quite clear that failure on the 
part of the local authority to provide 
the necessary additional school accommo- 
dation was to be brought under the 
sanction of a mandamus, which was to 

issue if the local authority in any respect 
failed in its duty. It would be impossible 
for the Board of Education to come down 
/upon a County Council and say that they 
proposed to substitute persons of their 
‘own nomination for the purpose of pro- 
' viding the elementary school accommoda- 
tion which the area required, and so this 
| failure to provide school accommodation 
| must, in correspondence with other failures 
by the local authority, be brought under 
the sanction of a mandamus. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 20, after the word ‘ Act,’ to 
| insert the words ‘or fail to provide such addi- 
| tional public school accommodation as is in the 
| opinion of the Board of Education necessary.’ ” 
| —(Sir William Anson.) 
| ‘ 
Question proposed, “ That those words 
| be there inserted.” 

\ 
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(7.0.) Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT | little conflict between the Clause proposed 
said it would be interesting if the} by the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
Attorney General would give the Com-| tion and Section 18 of the Act of 1870. 
mittee information as to what was going | The Clause said that if the local education 
to happen under a mandamus. if the | authority failed to fulfil any of their 





County Councils were not to be the 
judges of what accommodation was re- | 
quired for secular education it was 
possible, indeed it was highly probable, | 
that some of the Councils would say 
that they would not apply the rates to 
the purposes which formed the subject | 
of a mandamus. That would be dealing 
with the rates in a manner which he 
thought would be disadvantageous to 
education. Of course the promoter, | 
who might be called the executive 
officer, would be the Secretary to the, 
Board of Education. He really thought | 
that these great local education authori- | 
ties should be warned beforehand, so) 
that they might understand how the | 
Secretary in London was going to pro- 
secute them and for what. Was the 
Attorney General going to prosecute 
them in cases where they appropriated 
the rates in a manner which they 
thought would be advantageous to the 
ratepayers? He thought that all that. 
should be made clear before mandamus. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
procedure by mandamus, where local 
authorities were concerned, was quite 
clear. The right hon. Gentleman must | 
be aware that there was a procedure of 
mandamus in the Public Health Act by 
which the local authority was, for in- 
stance, compelled to carry out a scheme 
of drainage. The modus operandi was ' 
this. Those members of a local authority | 
who refused to perform their statutory | 
duties were liable to be proceeded | 
against; and if they disputed the) 
mandamus, then it might be enforced 
against their person and property. The 
remedy was against those who were 
guilty of disregarding the injunction | 
which was laid upon them. He did not | 
in the slightest degree agree with the) 
observation of the right hon. Gentleman | 
as to the position of the local authority | 
in the Bill. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that this | 
was a very necessary matter, but it) 
seemed to him that there was some | 


/a new public elementary school. 


duties, etc., the Board of Education might, 
after holding a public inquiry, make such 
order as they thought necessary, ete. 
But the Act of 1870 said that the Board 
of Education was only to proceed if the 


School Board “ failed from time to time” 


to provide such additional accommoda- 
tion as was necessary. In order that 
there might not be conflicts in the courts 
of law the Attorney General should con- 
sider whether the words unrepealed 
under the Act of 1870 should not be 
struck out. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he thought 
that the effect of the words in the Clause 
would be to over-ride the Section of the 
Act of 1870 referred to by the hon. 
Gentleman, but the point would be fully 
considered, and, if it was found desirable 
to modify the Clause, that could be done 


| at a later stage. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said he wished to move 
as an Amendment to the Amendment 


the insertion after the word “ authority” 


of the words, ‘“‘or other persons men- 
tioned in Section 9.” By Clause 9, not 
only the education authority, but “‘ any 
other persons ” might propose to provide 
By the 
Amendment of the Secretary to the 
Board of Education, the Department 
would have power to compel the iocal 
authority to provide the school if they 


‘failed in that duty, but there was no 


power to compel those “other persons ” 
to carry out their proposal. Other 


"persons ought not to be allowed to come 
/up and offer to provide a school, and 
| having stopped the local authority from 


carrying their scheme, to say six months 
afterwards, ‘“‘ We are Sorry we have not 
found the money and cannot go on with 
our proposed school.” He maintained 
that if the Board of Education, having 
determined that a proposed new school 
was necessary, and those other persons 
having defeated the local authority, they 
should be compelled to carry out their 
proposal. 





5 Educatwn 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 
“ After the word ‘or,’ to insert the words, 


‘if the local education authority or other 
persons under Section 9.’”—(Mr. M‘Kenna.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
Amendment was not one that could 
possibly be accepted. It was barely in- 
telligible, and even if it were capable of 
being understood at all, it would not be 
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directed that the managers should 
| increase the school accommodation, and 
_make it more satisfactory, and they 
refused to carry out that order, they 
‘should be subject to the same liability as 
‘the local education authority. If the 
local education authority refused to carry 
out the direction of the Board of Edu- 
cation they could be sent to Holloway 
gaol. Why not those other persons, the 
managers { Why should not they man- 
damus the clergyman of the parish! 
It was because he was a_ privileged 
person. This was another illustration 
of the way in which one section was 





flattering to the intelligence of the Com-  ¢, voured at the expense of another. How 
mittee if they adopted it. ‘could hon. Members defend this dis- 
‘ ” crimination between the denominational 

*Smr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- managers and the local authority? If 

shire, Forest of Dean) said the Com- the managers had duties under the Act, 
mittee had got into trouble because why should they not be compelled to 
they had been closured last night, and perform them ? The only answer was that 
again today. The great danger of Clause they could withdraw the grants and 
9 was that there would be paper promises close the denominational schools. But 
which would prevent the real operation they could also withdraw the grants and 
of theSection, These paper undertakings close the schools of the local authority, 
would not be kept. The proper way of and why should not that be sufficient for 
dealing with the point was by the the latter as well as for the former? 
Amendment of the hon. Member for There was one law for the sectarian 
Liverpool, the discussion of which was school, and another for the local authority ; 
stopped by the closure. It could not be mandamus for representatives of the 
raised again now, and therefore they people, Holloway prison for the County 
were forced to try and adopt a less Council, but none for the clerical manager. 
desirable Amendment. He objected to this and to the whole 
thing, because he maintained that the 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the Principle was bad to discriminate in 
Amendment of the Government dealt !Vour of a privileged sect rather than in 
with those who failed to provide suf- favour of the ratepayers. 
ficient accommodation. If the local, 


authority failed to provide sufficient thought it was due to the Committee 
accommodation they were to be punished, that the Attorney General should tell 
but if the managers proposed to afford them if he would either now, or in 
additional accommodation in their own 446 other place, provide against the 
schools, and failed, they were let go danger which had been shown by his 
scot - free. It was assumed that the hon friend to exist. The difficulty de- 
managers had no duties, only privileges. scribed by the hon. Member for North 
They could compel the authority to give Camberwell was a real one, and a hin- 
them the rates and Parliamentary grants, drance to the progress of education. 
but the moment they came to the local | 
authority or the Board of Education it ' 
as said that they had no reciprocal duty 
at all. What his hon. friend proposed | 
was that if the Board of Education | Noes, 243. 


Sr JOHN BRUNNER said he 


(7.18.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 116 ; 
(Division List, No. 474.) 


AYES. 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) | Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud | Bolton, Thomas Dolling | Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


Asquith, Rt Hon Herbert Henry | Brigg, John 
Burns, John 


Atherley-Jones, L. Broadhurst, Henry 
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Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Rubert 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hun. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gladstone, Rt Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Agyg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Ailhusen Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkiuson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
sain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W (Leeds 
Baubury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
sound, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles,T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carsou, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
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Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Leese,SirJoseph F.(Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Laren,Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wyntord 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Priestly, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


NOES. 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy.A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Sidhe, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohn CharlesReady 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sic Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,SirT.R.(TowerHamlets 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dixon-HartlandSirFred Dixon 
Dorington, kt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Faber, George Denison (York 
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Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC R. (Northants) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas,A bel (Carmarthen, E. } 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Mertbyr 
Tbhomas,J A(Glam’rgan,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton,J ohn Lawson (Leeds,S) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James a. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George(York,W.R. ) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Woodhouse,SirJ T.(Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. M‘Kenna and Mr. 
Brynmor Jones 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ. (Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy,Hon.Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Gallowav, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore,HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
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Hardy,Laurence(Kent Ashford | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 


{COMMONS} 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 


Milner,Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. | More, Robt.Jasper (Shropshire) 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard,John(Kent, Faversh’m 
Howard,J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier,Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb,Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kenyon,Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop | 


Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

hing, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. William Edw. H 
Lee, Arthur H(Hants,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W(Eversh’m 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Aichie Kirkmar 


Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) | 


Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttleton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 


Question again proposed, 
words be there inserted.” 


the clock, and objection being taken to 
further proceeding, the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his Report to the 


House. 


again this evening. 





EVENING SITTING. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 


| Morgan,David J (Walth'mst’w 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
| Mount, William Arthur 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
| Murray, Rt Ho A Graham(Bute 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
| Myers, William Henry 
| Nicholson, William Graham 
' Nicol, Donald Ninian 
| Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
| Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
| Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
| Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Round, Kt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
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Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw. J 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanark) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
TalbotRt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd. Univ 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col].SirC EH(Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir William H 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Taunt’n 
Welby, SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashronund.Lyne 
Williams, R'HnJ Powell-(Birm 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (York-.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley,Rt. Hon.C. B Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


“That those , Supply, it is my duty to inform the 
House, as a Minister of the Crown, that 
_ exceptional circumstances have arisen 
It being after half-past Seven of which render it necessary for the Crown 


to apply to the House for a further grant 
in Committee of Supply, to the amount 
| of eight millions, the Estimates for which | 
_ have laid on the Table of the House. 


As 


: _ | the House will no doubt know, the pro- 
Committee report Progress; to sit| posal which I make is one of a very 
_exceptional character, and can only be 
_justined by very exceptional circum- 


stances. 


The exceptional circumstances 


_which have arisen, calling for this ex- 
SUPPLY — MOTION TO SET UP COM- | ceptional proceeding on our part, are 

MITTEE TO CONSIDER VOTE FOR | connected with the terms of surrender 
_ which were arranged at the conclusion of 
(9.0.) THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- | the war with the Boer leaders. One of 





CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcuir, Croydon): In | these terms was that there should be an 
moving that the House do tomorrow, at | amount of three millions sterling given to 
9 o'clock, resolve itself into Committee of | the Boers for purposes of repatriation and 
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certain other purposes named in the 
terms of surrender. Now, I think it may 
be very fairly said in regard to this 
matter, why—if this was so—was not a 
Vote for the purpose proposed at the 
ordinary time waen the Estimates were 
taken, before Committee of Supply was 
closed, and before the Appropriation Bill 
was introduced? Well, the reason why 
we did not propose this Vote at that time 
I will shortly state to the House. It was 
understood by his Majesty’s Government, 
when these conditions were arranged, 
that this grant of three millions of money 
was not to be given out of the Imperial 
Exchequer, but that it should be part of 
any Transvaal loan which should be 
floated on behalf of South Africa; and, 
of course, if that view had been so, 
there would have been no necessity at 
al! for applying to Parliament for any 
grant ; it would, of course, have been 
met out of the loan when that loan was put | 
upon the market. But, while the Govern- | 
ment hold that that would have been 
a carrying out of the agreement with the 
Boers, still we had to consider views placed 
before us in connection with the matter by 
the Boer leaders, and it was urged upon 
us that this would not be a compliance 
with the spirit, at any rate, of the terms 
which had been agreed upon at the time 
of surrender. It was urged, and I think 
not without force, that a free gift 
by His Majesty's Government meant 
that the money would be found, not out 
of the Transvaal revenue, but out of the 
revenue of the United Kingdom. Well, 
as I have said, we considered the matter, 
and arrived at the conclusion that this 
particular item of the conditions did un- 
dou btedly lend itself tosome extent to that 
contention on behalfof the Boers, although 
I still maintain that the understanding at 
the time of the arrangement was that 
the money should be found out of the 
Transvaal loan. Well, that was the 
position of things when I assumed the 
office I have the honour to hold. In 
thesecircumstances His Majesty’sGovern- 
ment had to consider what course they 
should adopt, and the House will see 
that one thing incumbent on us was to 
avoid, if possible, any legitimate feeling 
of dissatisfaction on the part of those 
who had been our enemies. The worst 
thing that could happen would be to 
give them a legitimate grievance, to 
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give ta9m any solid ground for the con- 
tention that we had got them to agree 
to terms of surrender under false 
pretences, or that, having agreed to terms 
of surrender, we had interpreted those 
terms in the sense most favourable to 
ourselves and least favourable to the 
Boers. This would have been a grave 
risk to run, and a risk which His Majesty's 
Government did not feel themselves 
called upon to run. We believe we are 
acting most in accord with the interests 
of South Africa, most in accord with the 
feelings of the people of this country, 
and, I believe, with the feeling of the 
House, in taking this burdenon ourselves. 

That being so, the matter could no 
longer be disposed of in the way we 
originally proposed—namely, by taking 
this money out of the loan which was 
to be floated on behalf of the Transvaal ; 
and it is therefore necessary for us to 
come to Parliament to ask Parliament to 


| authorise us to pay out of the revenues 


of this kingdom the amount of three 
millions which we have undertaken to 
give to the Boers, and, although it formed 
no part of the terms of surrender, we pro- 
pose to treat the loyalists of South Africa 
in a similar manner. I am sure the 
House would certainly not be satisfied 
with any arrangement by which the 
Boers were to receive a considerable 
sum for repatriation and other matters 
under the terms of surrender, and the 
loyalists would not receive a corre- 
sponding advantage. After considzra- 
tion, we have come to the conclusion 
to appropriate to the loyalists two 
millions in a similar manner, and that 
this will meet the justice of the case. It 
therefore follows that, if a free gift should 
come out of the revenue for the Boers, 
then the two millions for the loyalists 
should also come from the revenues of 
the United Kingdom. Therefore we 
have to come to the House now, and ask 
it to go into Committee of Supply for the 
purpose of enabling us to pay over for 
repatriation and other kindred purposes 
three millions to the Boers and two 
millions to the loyalists. But, in addition 
to this, one of the terms of surrender was 
that a certain sum should be advanced 
at a low rate of interest for similar 
purposes, and we have estimated that 
sum at three millions, That sum is a 
sum to come legitimately out of the 
Transvaal loan when it is put] upon 
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the market, but until that loan’-is put 
upon the market we have to find the 
money for this purpose, and this sum is 
also included in the Vote we shall ask the 
House to consider tomorrow. But that 
will not form any permanent obligation 
on the British Treasury ; it will be merely 
an advance out of the balances of the 
Treasury to be repaid to the balances 
when the Transvaal loan is floated. 


Supply—Vote for 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): A loan for the Transvaal and 
the Orange Colony ? 


*Mr.'RITCHIE: Oh, yes; where I have 
spoken of the Transvaal I must ask the 
House to take it that [ also include the 
Orange River Colony. I may say in regard 
to this incidentally that the reason why we 
ask the House to go into Committee of 
Supply to vote the money which will be 
repaid is because we consider that the 
present time is not a good time for float- 
ing a ,Transvaal loan; we hope and be- 
lieve that in the Spring there will be 
a much more favourable opportunity. 
Therefore, in the Vote we shall ask the 
House to consider we include _ this 
advance to the Transvaal and Orange 
Colony. Now, my hon. friend the 
Member for King’s Lynn, with whom on 
matters of this kind I always differ with 
great hesitation, because I know he makes 
a special study of maiters of procedure, 
says:—This may be all very well; it 
may be quite right to do what you 
intend, but you are not adopting the 
proper mode of procedure. It is an 
unprecedented thing, or almost unpre- 
cedented, at any rate it has not 
occurred for 150 years, that the House 
of Commons has been asked after 
Supply is closed, and after the passing 
of the Appropriation Bill, to go into 
Committee of Supply for a purpose of 
this kind. Committee of Supply, he 
says, being once closed ought not to be 
re-opened by subsequent procedure such 
as we adopt. There has been no precedent 
foranysuch proposal for the last 150 years. 
I confess I think we shall beable to show, 
in justification of this procedure, that 
the circumstances are very exceptional. 
The present position of the House is 
exceptional. I do not think that such 
a combination of exceptional circum- 
stances has arisen in the last 150 
years. This House has met for an 


Mr. Ritchie. 


{COMMONS} 
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Autumn Sitting, and there has been an 
exceptional demand by the Crown for a 
grant of money. I contend that these 
exceptional circumstances justify the 
procedure I now ask the House to adopt. 
One thing, undoubtedly, is necessary in 
matters of this kind, and that is that, 
whatever funds may be thought to be 
necessary, all grants of money ought to 
be based ona request from the Crown. 
I have made it my business to make 
inquiries upon this matter, and I feel 
sure that, having in my capacity as a 
Minister of the Crown made on behalf 
of the Crown such a request, I have 
acceded to the principle, and it has been 
practically complied with, that the 
Crown should, through the mouth of the 
Minister, state the demands of the 
Crown to the House. That is the justi- 
fication which I have to make for the 
Motion I now make that the House 
should, at nine o'clock tomorrow 
evening, resolve itself into Committee of 


Supply. 


Motion made and proposed, ‘‘ That this 
House will tomorrow, at Nine of the Clock 
in the evening, resolve itself into a Com- 
mittee to consider the Supply to be 
granted to His Majesty.”—(Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer.) 


~ *(9.12.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I 
the trust House will afford me its indulg- 
ence while I address it on a question which 
I deemt o be of the most serious import- 
ance. The right hon. Gentleman, in his 
capacity of Minister of the Crown, has 
asked this House for Supply to be granted 
tothe Crown. I know of no such proceed- 
ing as that which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has asked the House to follow. The 
demand of the Crown for Supply is 
always, always has been, and always 
should be, a most formal and solemn act. 
It should be embodied in a Speech from 
the Throne, or, when that is not possible, 
by a Message signed, as the journals of 
this House always record, by His 
Majesty’s own hand. It may be said 
that that is a formal matter. It is more 
than a formal matter; it is a testimony 
to the respect which the Sovereign him- 
self owes to this House. It is not right 
to make a serious demand upon this 
House in an informal and slovenly way. 
If that is to be allowed, a Royal Message 
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superseded by a mere statement of a 
Minister of the Crown may be further 
superseded, and we may have the demand 
for supplies made merely by a newspaper 
paragraph. I attach much importance 
to the formalities of this House, and 
especially to those which testify to 
the respect not only of the people, but of 
the Sovereign of thiscountry. They are 
none of them unimportant. 
I cannot admit that the statement which 


the right hon. Gentleman has now made | 
is sufficient to oust the necessity for a, 


proper Message from the Crown. 


The right hon. Gentleman tells us that | 


this Supply was not asked for in May, only 
because His Majesty’s Ministers had mis- 
understood the terms of the peace they 
had made with the Boers. That is what 


his statement amounts to. He says they | 


understood that the three millions grant 


was to come out of a Transvaal loan, but | 


that since then the Boers have explained 
to them that they were mistaken in their 
view, and that the three millions were 
intended to be, as no doubt it was, and 
as most people understood, a payment 
by Great Britain, recoverable, perhaps 
from the Transvaal, but 
payable immediately by this country to 
the Boers. I really do not think that 


such a reason can fairly and properly | 


be addressed to the House for the failure 
on the part of the Government to submit 
their demand for Supply, while Supply 
was still open, and while the Appropri- 
ation Bill was unpassed. There are still 
more serious matters of question which 
I will pass by. But now as to the 


question of Order. There was a Sessional | 
Order on Supply passed by this House | 
on the 28th April. I must presume that | 


since the Minister has made this demand, 
he has consulted the authorities of the 
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Therefore | 


certainly | 
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| Estimates shall be submitted for con 
sideration in Committee of Supply on 
some day not later than two days before 
‘the Committee is closed. 1 cannot 
understand how, after Supply has closed, 
after the Report of Supply has been 
agreed to, and after the guillotine has 
fallen and brought to an end allotted 
‘and unallotted days alike, this new 
matter can be submitted now. If, 
|indeed, it is to be held—as I must 
assume it is—that this Rule does not 
apply to present circumstances, if indeed 
_we are held to be outside the Rule of 
Supply which was passed as a Sessional 
| Order on the 28th April last, then the 
whole Rule goes by the board. For 
instance, the Rule limits the discussion 
|of Supply to a certain number of days. 
That limit goes if the Rule goes. The 
Rule provides for the guillotine at the 
end of the number of days. The condi- 
tions go and the guillotine also goes, 
and we may engage in unlimited discus- 
sion on the Supply now presented to us. 
But I am not careful to insist on the 
forma] Rule or the interpretation of it. 
For I have a much more serious matter 
to submit. Will the House permit me 
'to say what in my opinion the right 
'method of Supply is? Standing Order 
54 indicates the course which should be 
adopted. It provides— 
|“ That this House will appoint the Committees 
of Supply and Ways and Means at the com- 
mencement of every Session as soon as the 
| Address has been agreed to in answer to His 

Majesty’s Speech.” 

I am far from saying that that precludes 
Supply being set up at any other time 
than that specified by the Standing 
Order; but I do say that that Standing 
Order indicates to the House the proper 
}and only regular mode of procedure in 

regard to setting up Supply. There is a 





House, and that they have admitted and formal and solemn demand by the Crown 
allowed that it is not inconsistent with | for Supply addressed to the House of 
that Sessional Order. But?I myself! Commons, and power is given to move 
cannot reconcile the language of the | Amendments to the King’s Speech in 
Order with this procedure. The Sessional | order to consider grievances. No Supply 
Order limits the number of days to be | can be set up until those grievances have 
allotted, and provides that those days | been disposed of and until the Address in 
must end at the 5th August. Besides reply to the gracious Speech has been 
these, it allows for other days unallotted. | agreed to. That is what enshrines the 
This new service may be appropriate to | principle that Grievance shall come 
the unallotted days, but allotted or un- before Supply. And when the Committee 
allotted, the rule clearly lays it down of Supply has done its work it reports to 
that any additional Estimate for any | the House, the Report is agreed to, and 
new matter not included in the original | the final act of the Session is the passing 
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of the Appropriation Bill. The control 
of Parliament over national finances rests 
solely on the Appropriation Act. It is 
not Votes in Supply that gives the 
Government money to spend. It is the 
Appropriation Act, which is the only 
legal authority to the Ministry to spend 
a farthing of the money voted in 
Supply. Votes in Supply are after all 
only resolutions of this House, but the 
Appropriation Act is the Act of Parlia- 
ment, not of this House only but of the 
other House as well, which has power it 
not to originate, yet to right it, and the 
Act of the Sovereign who gives his assent. 
So true is it that the Act and the Act 
alone is the authority, that if a session 
be prorogued before and without the 
Appropriation Act being passed, every 
Vote of the House of Commons becomes 
thereby voided and null as though it had 
never been passed. I desire to read a 
few extracts from the greatest author- 
ity on this most important constitu- 
tional point, because it is the founda- 
tion of my argument, that nothing is 
anything except the Appropriation Act. 
I will quote from the very best work 
on the constitution of this country. 
viz., ‘‘ Law and Practice of the Consti- 
tution,” by Sir William Anson, whose 
authority is not in the least lessened by his 
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having left the uncertain emoluments of | 
literature for the more secure position of | 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of 
Education. He says— 


“The sums voted to meet the army, navy, 
and civil service estimates cannot be hana 
paid until they are «mbodied in the Appropria- 
tion Act, and the House of Commons, in order 
to get the Supplies of the whole year into one 
Bill, reserves the Appropriation ill until the 
close of the session.’ 


And again— 

“It is not the need of Supply, but of the 
appropriation of Supply and of the Army Act 
which makes it fee necessary for Parliament 
to sit every year. If Parliament did not appro- 
priate the Supplies of the year to specific pur- 
poses, the money which comes in on account of 
the various items of taxation could not legally 
be paid out tv meet the services of the year, 
except in the case of such charges upon the 
revenue as are permanently authorised by 
statute.” 


Let me for a moment ask the House to 
observe the extreme importance of this. 
I have said that the Government cannot 
spend a farthing legally without the 
authority of the Appropriation Act. It 


may receive very large revenues indeed 


Mr, Gibson Bowles. 


South Africa. 8s 
without the annual interposition of this 
House, and without its permission, but it 
cannot spend the money. Let us con- 
sider what revenue it does receive, with- 
out the annual consent of the House, 
through permanent Acts of Parliament. 
In this year, 1902-1903, the Govern- 
ment estimate to raise a revenue of 
£161,700,000 ; of that sum £112,500,000 
is permanent revenue raised by taxes 
imposed on the nation by permanent 
Acts of Parliament, and for not one 
penny of which, therefore, the Govern- 
ment need cometo the House. Why, you 
could run an Empire on £112,500,000. 
My belief is that the German Empire 
is run on less. But, although they ob- 
tain that £112,000,000, not one farthing 
of it can the Government spend without 
the sanction of an Appropriation Act. 
Were it otherwise the Government need 
never call Parliament together at all. 
I think I have shown, therefore, that it 
is the Appropriation Act and not votes in 
Supply that is important. Now, if the 
House will permit me, I will read one or 
two more quotations to show the import- 
ance of retaining the Appropriation Act 
until theend of the session. Here is what 
that great financial authority, Sir George 
Cornwall Lewis, said beforé the Com- 


| mittee of Public Accounts in 1857— 


“The Appropriation Act at the end of the 
session gathers together the whole of the Votes 
in Su ply and the grants already authorised 
out of the Consolidated Fund to meet in part 
the Supplies voted ; the balance of ways and 
means required to cover all the sums charged 
on the Supplies of the year is set forth in this 
Act, which thus completes the financial pro- 
ceedings of this session. . . . The final grant of 
ways and means to cover the whole of the 
Supplies voted in the session is always reserved 
for the Appropriation Act ; thus, although the 


| House of Commons, at an early period of the 


session, might have voted the whole of the 
Supplies of the year, they could still hold their 
constitutional check upon the Minister.” 


Another eminent authority, who 
has also been removed to a higher 
sphere, Sir Courtenay Ilbert, says in 
his work ‘Legislative Methods and 


Forms ”— 

“When all the Supply of the session has 
been voted, an Appropriation Act is passed 
providing the balance of ways and means re- 

uired for the session and appropriating in 
detail the various sums voted out of-the Con- 
solidated Fund to the different purposes speci- 
fied in the Resolutions passed in the Com- 
mittee of Supply as agreed by the House. The 
Act includes all the Supply voted in the session 
for the service of whatever year may be in- 
tended.” 
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Finally I may quote what the Speaker 
of this House said in 1841— 


«‘The Appropriation is always reserved for 
the end of the session, and it is irregular to 
introduce anv Clause of Appropriation into a 
revenue or other Bill passing through Parlia- 
ment at an earlier period.” 


Of course, the House is aware that | 


what are called Consolidated Fund Acts 


{4 NovEMBER 1902} 


| answer is sufficient that the 


| 
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reply to that question by saying that the 
ouse had 


‘never done otherwise than have one 


Appropriation Bill, and one only. But 
if | were trying to persuade those who 
are children in these matters I would say 


that the reason why we can not properly 


are often passed before the Appropriation | 


Act, but not one of those Acts appro- 
priates; they are merely Acts to enable 
the Treasury to issue money, and the 
money so issued and all other moneys are 
brought into the one final Appropriation 
Act for the reasons I have given. The 
House, so longasit has the control of the 
Appropriation Act, has control of the 
Ministers. Now let me give one last 
quotation as to this from “ Hallam.” 
He says, in language which I can ill 
approach, but which I earnestly commend 
to the House— 

“A House of Commons would be deeply 

responsible to the country if, through supine 
confidence, it should abandon that high privi- 
lege which has made it the arbiter of Court 
factions and the regulator of foreign con- 
nections.” 
My argument is that that is virtually what 
we are asked to do. We are asked to 
abandon that. The Appropriation Act, 
as I think I have shown, always has 
been and always should be, if this 
House is to retain its power over the 
Ministers, the very last Act of the Session. 
It is, as it were, the sessional last will and 
testament of the House; and just as the 
testator reserves to the last moment of 
his life the power of varying and changing 
his will and thus retainizig his control 
over his own property, this House should 
retain its power over the Appropriation 
Bill to the end of the Session. 

Now it may be said, “If there be such 
virtue inan Appropriation Bill, why should 
we not have two, and thereby increase the 
virtue ?” That argument reminds me of 
the young lady who was asked whether 
she would not have a nice decent husband 
of fifty, and who replied that she would 
rather havetwoof twenty-five. It is a trifl- 
ing illustration, and I hope the House will 
pardon it. But why not have two Appro- 
priation Bills ? If 1 were endeavouring to 
persuade a convinced Tory permeated with 
sound constitutional feelings and full of 
which no man 


House—without ever 


have two Appropriation Bills in the same 
Session is because it is absolutely essential 
to the financial control of the House that 
the whole finances of the year should be 
submitted to Parliament in one complete 
scheme embodied in one Appropriation 
Bill. Without this the House loses all 
control. Let the House consider. The 
Budget presents in one picture all the 
financial needs and all the financial re- 
sources of the year. It is upon that picture 
that the House judges whether it willagree 
that to new taxes or to the remission of 
old taxes; whether it will submit to new 
burdens being placed not only on itself, 
it may be, but on posterity. It is upon 


| that one financial statement that the 


House judges of the financial affairs of 
the nation. The Budget is, as it were, a 


| Pandora’s box, full of taxes, evils and 


the shape of an Appropriation Bill. 


miseries; yet atthe bottom is Hope, in 
But 
if this Pandora’s box, has a false bottom 
and we find that below the false 
bottom there are other taxes, miseries 
and evils and no complete Appropria- 
tion Bill covering all of them, 
then you have not only extorted the 
taxes on false grounds, but have also 
departed from the invariable and most 
necessary practice of finance in this House. 
Of course I admit at once that there 
are emergencies which cannot be fore- 
seen in the Budget. Wars may arise 
and new expenditure may become 
necessary, that could not be foreseen. 
But there is proper provision made for 
dealing with those. There are well- 
known provisions. There are Votes of 
credit. Votes of Credit have been 
indulged in more than once, but never 
after the passing of the Appropriation 
Act. Thenthere is the system of the 
Supplementary Votes—a most nefarious 
system. I know of nothing more 
calculated to enable a Minister to destroy 
the system of finance of this country 
than that of Supplementary Estimates. 
But these are the methods which can be 


reverence forthe formsand traditions of the | ™ esorted to before the Appropriation Act 


'in Committee of Supply. One Com- 


became a great Parliamentarian—I would | mittee of Supply, one Budget and one 
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and you immediately come into financial | for 


chaos and the loss of all power of this 
House over the Ministers. 


No doubt, as the right hon. 
Gentleman has said, we are sitting here 


extraordinary circumstances. This has 
been called an Autumn Session. I submit 
it is nothing of the kind. It is a series of 
supplemental sittings tacked on to the 
ordinary session, which, as I say, expired 
for all practical and certainly for all 
financial purposes when the Appropria- 
tion Act was passed. There is no doubt 
that a bisected session, with a second 
half devoted to supplementary sittings 
after the passing of the Appropriation Act 
is a very rare thing indeed. So far as I 
can trace it, such a thing has only 
occurred three times in the last 100 
years. There were supplementary sittings 
in 1820 in order to pass a Bill of Attainder 
against Queen Caroline; there were 
supplemental sittings in 1882 in order to 
pass the Procedure Rules; and in 1893 
in order to pass the Local Government 
Act. Now, Sir, on all those occasions— 
and I believe they are the only 
oceasions that can be found in the last 
100 years or in the last 200 years—the 
same conditions were observed. Each one 
of these series of supplemental sittings was 
reserved to the sole, single and specific 
purpose for which it was intended; and 
in none was an attempt made to set up 
a new Committee of Supply after the 
Appropriation Act had been passed. 
Therefore what is proposed to be done 
now isan entirely new thing ; new to the 
ordinary practice of the House; new even 
to the exceptional practice of the House 
under which we are sitting here today ; 
entirely new and entirely unknown. 
In 1882 so strongly was it felt that 
you could not properly proceed with 
matters of this kind after the Appro- 
priation Act had passed, that the very 
first thing that occurred on the meeting 
of the House in October, was that Lord 
Randolph Churchill moved the adjourn- 
ment of the House on the ground that 
it was the settled Constitutional prin- 
ciple that when once the Appropria- 


tion Act had been passed the House | 
irregular sittings as these, at any rate 


could not proceed to do any 
other business whatsoever. 


Lord was followed into the lobby by 
Mr. Gibson Bowles, 


The noble. 


{COMMONS} 
Depart from that,| my right hon. 


| 


| Act. 
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friend the Member 
Cambridge University, my right 
hon. friend the First Lord of the Treasury 
—whom I am sorry not to see in his place 
—the present Lord Chancellor, and by my 


right hon. friend the Chancellor of the 


is ti | Exch . 
at this time under very unusual and | xchequer. 


They were all of opinion that 
it was impossible to do any business of 
any kind whatever after the Appropriation 
It is true that that was in the young 


and enthusiastic days of the first Lord of 


the Treasury, when he was a shining light 
and a Member militantof the Fourth Party. 
It is true that in those days the right hon. 
Gentleman did not hold quite thesame views 
he holds now, for he denounced these 
sittings and also denounced the closure as 
a reckless tampering with the Constitution, 


_and especially the closure by the Chair- 


man of Committees as a provision which 
struck deep at the dignity of Parliament. 
Of course the right hon. Gentleman has 
reformed now. He has, I believe, entirely 
repudiated his connexion witli the Fourth 
Party ; he has turned his back on his 
poor relations, and the last of them is 
now relegated to a seat below the gangway. 
But at that time, in 1882, it was the view 
of the great legal authority who now 
presides over the Courts of the land, it 
was the view of the Fourth Party, and 
it was the view of Sir Stafford North- 
cote, that no business whatever should 
be done after the Appropriation Act was 
passed. Now, Sir, I do not go so far as 
that. I am a moderate man; I am not 
like my right hon. friends the First 
Lord of the Treasury and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. I do not claim to 
stop all business, but I do go this far— 
that with regard to these irregular 
supplemental sittings, you ought to 
limit them strictly to the purposes for 
which *hey are called; in this case the 
passing of the Education Bill. I call 
upon the First Lord of the Treasury to 
support me here, because—on the very 
ground that these are sittings for a 
special purpose—the right hon. Gentle- 
man refused the Irish Members a day 


'to consider the undoubtedly important 


matter of the suspension of Constitu- 
tional guarantees in Ireland, and | 
equally claim his adhesion to my other 
proposition that if any other than the 
special business is to be taken in such 


in Supply ought to 


no __ business 
say that for financial 


be taken. I 
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{4 NoveMBER 1902} 
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purposes the time has gone by, and|under these circumstances that the 
it is contrary to the very safety and | Sovereign should, in a proper and 


power of this House to attempt to set up | 
the House, and call upon the House to 
'make them good, and that the House 


Supply afresh, after the Appropriation 
Act has been passed. It is sufficient for 


me to say, having regard to the special | 
say it will make them good. That was 
the procedure adopted in 1721, when the 


character of these sittings, in reply to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, that 
never in such a state of things as this has 
Supply ever been attempted to be set up. 


Of course I am the first to 
admit, even though we are in a very 
irregular and unusual position, and even 
ifit be proved up to the hilt that the 
fault of our being in this position lies 
with the Treasury Bench, that it is 
absolutely necessary for the honour of the 
country, that these £3,000,000 should be 
paid to the Transvaal—not out of the 
Transvaal, not out of some doubtful 
loan, but out of our own pockets; out of 
our own money. I fully agree to that, 
and in this irregular situation in which 
I find myself, | ask myself what could be 


done. I think the resources of pro- 
cedure are not yet exhausted. I think 
there are methods by which the 


necessary money might be found for 
meeting this pressing expenditure. 
There are two methods of meeting the 
difficulty. The first is that the expendi- 
ture of this money should be sanctioned 
by an Address originating in the House— 
a method such as was adopted in the case 
of the retiring allowance to Mr. Speaker 
Peel—an Address to the Sovereign re- 
questing that the money might be pro- 
vided and undertaking that it should be 
made good. That is not I think 
for this purpose a good method. 
But there is another. The King may 
send a Message setting forth some new 
necessity, and then there may be an 
Address to the King requesting him to 
authorise the issue of the necessary sums 
and undertaking to make them good. 
Then they would be made good in the 
Supplementary Estimates of the next 
session and so appear in the Appro- 
priation Bill of next year. That 
is the clear and the right way to 
provide such sums. Let me point out 
to the House that these £3,000,000 have 
been pledged by an Act of the Preroga- 
tive of the Crown. The Crown has 
made a treaty and undertaken to do the 
things under that treaty necessitating 
this expenditure. It is a natural thing 


formal way, notify these engagements to 
should address a Message in reply, and 


King made a treaty with Sweden, and 
came under some financial engagements. 
That was the course that was pursued 
then; a Message came to this House and 
it was printed in the Journals, where it 
can be seen, and thus it was in the year 
1748, when the hereditary jurisdiction of 
Scotch Lairds was abolished. As 1 am 
speaking here, somewhat presumptuously 
I am afraid, as a financial purist, may say 
that I am not enamoured of dealing 
with these matters in this way, bya sort 
of Parliamentary promissory note. It 
is only in my endeavour to assist the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that | 
suggest this way out, and it is owing to 
the right hon. Gentleman insisting upon 
going his own wicked other way that I 
am obliged to make this speech tonight. 

It will be seen that my objections 
to the course pursued tonight are 
objections not to the form, but to the 
substance. Not only is it contrary to all 
the usages and the settled practice of 
this House, but it is calculated to diminish 
the power of the House of Commons 
itself. It not only completely abolishes 
the doctrine of grievance before Supply, 
but it is Supply without any grievance 
at all. There is no King’s Speech, no 
proper demand for Supply, so faras I can 
admit, and it is theretore Supply without 
grievance. Standiny Order 56, which 
I presume will be followed, says that 
whenever Supply stands as an Order of 
the day Mr. Speaker shall leave the 
Chair without Question put, unless on 
first going into Committee of Supply 
an Amendment is put down or a 
question raised with regard to the 
Estimates. As you, Sir, are “first 
going into Committee of Supply” 
again, I presume a Motion will be made 
that you leave the Chair, and that any 
Amendments put down or questions 
raised will be duly debated. 

But I have yet another objection to 
this fresh practice. It sets up a new 
precedent, and you never quite know 
where new precedents are going to lead 
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you. I can see one direction in which 
it must inevitably lead. At present you 
have in one session one Budget, one 
Committee of Supply, one Appropriation 
Act. Once agree that there should be 
two Budgets, two Committees of Supply, 
and an unlimited number of Appropria- 
tion Acts in one session, and there is 
absolutely no reason why you should 
prorogue Parliament at all; there is no 
reason why you should not go on 
adjourning time after time, and keep the 
one session open during the whole 
continuance of a Parliament. That might 
mean a session of seven years. That is 
conceivable, and would be very inviting. 
See what a revolution it would mean: 
one King’s Speech, one only in seven 
years, and in seven years one set of griv- 
ances only to be raised on Amendments to 
the Kings Speech! In the hands of the 
casual occupants of the Treasury Bench 
an unlimited opportunity would be 
afforded for passing the most revolutionary 
measures, which could not possibly be 
entertained in one ordinary session, but 
which then might be passed in sevenths, 
one-seventh this year, another seventh 
next year, and so on. In the next 
Parliament, or the next session consisting 
of one Parliament, the next casual 
occupants of that Bench would have the 
same facilities for repealing the Act of 
their predecessors. A nice sort of see-saw 
might go on! Let not the House think 
that finance is a mere form. Finance lies 
at the bottom of all government. When 
you have bad finance you have bad 
everything. Bad finance brought about 
the fall of Rome, and led to the French 
Revolution. Bad finance always leads to 
either ruin or revolution. 

Let me beg the House to beware 
how they agree to this proposal. 
During the last thirty years one financial 
security after another has been pared 
away, and you now have false accounts of 
your expenditure, an entirely incomplete 
control of your issues and receipts, a 
system of audit which I believe to be 
altogether illusory, and a very much 
diminished control by this House over 
expenditure. It is time to make some 
stand in regard to this procedure. Our 
rules are in a very chaotic condition. 
Some are in a fragmentary state, others 
have been proved to be wholly 
ill-considered, and, although per- 
haps adapted to the exigencies of the 
Government at the time they were 


Mn. Gibson Bowles. 
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adopted, calculated to lead to very 
serious results under other circumstances, 
Let not this House agree to be formal- 
ists for Members and anarchists for 
Ministers. If there are pit-falls consisting 
of inverted commas, references to news- 
papers, and so forth, which trip a Member 
up when he wishes to ask a Question, let 
us not disregard the settled traditions 
of this House when it is a question of 
keeping Ministers in order. Of course, 
I can understand the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. Allowance must be made for 
him ; he is a “sturdy beggar” by pro- 
fession ; it is his business to be so. But 
the First Lord of the Treasury—where is 
he? He is the Leader of this House, the 
proper guardian of its rights, privileges 
and powers. He is also the head of the 
Conservative Party, pledged to resist 
every innovation not justified by necessity. 
That he should be a party to what I con- 
sider to be a very serious infringement of 
the rights and powers of tnis House, and 
yet be absent when the matter is being 
discussed, is, I think, somewhat  sur- 
prising. 

The rules and traditions of this House 
are the inheritance of the people of 
England, whose representatives we are. 
They have grown up out of experience 
founded on reason. It is most dangerous 
to touch them, or to set up new pre- 
cedents in contradiction of them. The 
formalities of this House are not, and 
never have been, merely formal. They 
represent the necessities of the case and 
embody the protection and defence 
of Members of this House. It is 
the formalities, traditions, and rules 
of this House that enable the 
minority to debate and persuade; it 
is they that ensure that in Parliament 
the Members should be allowed to parley 
with the Minister before the Act of State 
is done. One after another I have seen 
the opportunities of debate taken from 
us; one after another I have seen taken 
away the occasions upon which any 
Member might touch upon any other 
subjects than those the Government 
choose to put down. I _ have no 
hope whatever of prevailing in my 
argument tonight, but I warn the House 
that if it allows its forms and traditions 
one by one to be broken down, and the 
sanctions of its power to be destroyed, it 
will end by being not the glory, but the 
reproach and the by-word, of the Empire. 
This House has resisted and destroyed 
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the tyranny of Monarchs, it has survived 
and emerged from the corruption of 
Ministers and of Members; and it 


has done so because, although some- 
times it may have. wanted virtue, 
it has never yet wanted spirit. If now! 


it does want spirit its endas a useful 
institution of this country is near; and 
it will not merely have suffered, it will | 
have invited and deserved the doom that 
will befall it. 


(10.4) Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
it is a_ refreshing circumstance 
to hear constitutional _doctrine 
preached from the Benches of the 
constitutional party. We — seldom 
hear it in words; we never see it in 
practice. What the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn has said is perfectly true, 
that the proposal made by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer is an unexampled one. 
I do not say that we have not as much 
right to make precedents as our prede- 
eessors, and therefore I am not going to 
take any narrow ground upon that 
subject; but it is very useful and very 
necessary that the House of Commons 
should have respect for the practice 
which it has followed for generations and 
even for-centuries. Above all, as the 
hon. Member has justly said, it is in 
matters of finance, which lie at the root 
of all good government (and never 
was there a time when the expenditure 
of this country had risen to so unpre- 
cedented a height) that we ought to be 
the more careful in regard to any, 
deviations from the securities which this 
House has established for their regulation | 
and control. That isa proposition which 
I think will be accepted by both sides of 
the House. Therefore, if we are to enter 
upon a new and unexampled course we 
ought to be amply satisfied that there is | 
some unexampled and exceptional reason 
for taking this course which is without 
precedent. 

Now, what is the exceptional circum- 
stance here? We are asked to go into | 
Supply for the purpose of authorising 
the Government to expend money which 
they did not ask for before the Appro- 
priation Bill. But all the circumstances 
which make them ask for it pow 
were perfectly well known to them: 
for months before the Appropriation | 
Bill. This is expenditure «which 
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arises out of the terms of peace made 
between the Government and_ the 
Boer generals. That was in the month 
of May. The Appropriation Bill was 
taken in the beginning of August, and 
during the whole of the time from the 
month of May to the beginning of 
August His Majesty’s Government was 
in possession of all the circumstances 
upon which they now found this demand. 
Why was not this demand made in June, 
in July, or the beginning of August ? 
In these circumstances there is no 
justification for departing from the 
established practice of the Constitution 
with reference to Supply and the 
Appropriation Bill. The demand was as 
urgent then as it is now. What account 
have they to give of their unintelligible 
neglect—I do not wish to say an 
offensive word, so [ will not say blunder- 
ing—in not taking that course in June 
and July, and in not taking the ordinary 
course in the House of Commons with 
reference to finance, and asking for the 
money in the proper manner and at the 
proper time? Let us see howthe matter 
stands. In April, when the first Budget 
was brought in by the late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, he asked this pertinent 
question— 

“Perhaps I may be asked what is to happen 
if peace should come in a few weeks, and if the 
large sums of fifty-six or fifty-seven millions I 


have suggested should not be all required for 
the purpose of the war ?” 


Then the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
indicated various things that would 
happen, but what is to the present 
purpose is this. Having provided for 
the immediate consequences of the war, 


he said: 


‘*Means will have to be provided for some- 
thing more, something which, I am sure, will 
be more agreeable to the minds of all of us than 
expenditure on war. Means will have to be 
provided for the relief and resettlement of the 
two colonies which have been so terribly 
devastated by the war; means will have to be 
provided for rebuilding and restocking the 
farms—the farms, I should hope, not only of 
those who have been our friends in the war, 
and who have fought on our side, but also of 
those who have boldly and honestly been our 
enemies in the war, and whom we hope to make 
our friends in future.” 


That is..a,contemniation. ofthe very 

things whith constitute the two principal 

articles of the £5,000,000 which is the 

Estimase we are, uew asked .to,go into 
.D : 
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Committee of Supply to vote. Then he 
said : 


‘‘T think the House of Commons, if peace 
is made on terms which we believe will be 
satisfactory, enduring, and safe, will be generous 
in these matters, and yet I do not believe that 
they need involve any great charge on this 
country.” 


Therefore, the contemplation of the 
Government from the first was that 
these matters so referred to were not 
to be a great charge on the country— 
that is, the British taxpayer. 

‘* Tam convinced,” continued the late Chan- 

cellor of the Exchequer, ‘‘looking at. the 
remarkable progress which bas been already 
made even during the war in the restoration 
of industrial prosperity in the goldfields, and 
in the more important centres of the Trans- 
vaal, that it will be perfectly possible for the 
Transvaal and the Orange River Colony, if we 
were to advance to them a loan for the pur- 
pos+s [ have described (for railway extension, 
and so on), to repay such advances, both 
capital and interest, on terms which would be 
eminently satisfactory to the taxpayers of 
this country.” 
Therefore, the policy of the Government 
on these points from the beginning of 
the war down to now, that it would 
cost this country very little, was in 
respect of these very particulars. In 
the Budget, the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer held forth the hope that, if peace 
were made these things would be pro- 
vided for, but that they would not be 
provided for at the expense of the 
British taxpayer. But then the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer came forward 
in June, after the peace was made, 
after all these conditions were known, 
after it was known that this was to be 
a free gift on the part of the Govern- 
ment to the Boer generals, with an 
amended balance-sheet. He made a 
speech on that occasion, and, having 
shown what would be the altered con- 
dition of things in consequence of peace, 
he said— 


“T referred in the Budget speech to the 
measures in the Transvaal and Orange River 
Colony for the relief and resettlement of the 
population, for the rebuilding and restocking 
of farms, and for other purposes. We may 
very possibly have co make temporary ad- 
vances of that kind, but as soon as the civil 
administration is established in the colonies, 
and the necessary arrangements can be made, 
we shall ask‘Par'iament.to ‘iid in this matter, 
not by direct udvanees, but by guaranteeing 
a loan to he raised by the colonies for the 
purposes [ have named, and Sach vi het ovjcers,” 
and so on er wy ee 

Sir William Harcourt. 
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Therefore, here was the declaration of 
the Government by their financial re- 
presentative after peace was made, after 
the terms were known, and more than 
two months before the Appropriation 
Bill, as to the course they intended to 
take. What is the meaning now of the 
Government coming forward and saying, 
“We did not know”? We have been 
told, at the beginning of the war, ‘“ How 
could we know?” so how could you 
know in June, July, and August what 


'was the real meaning of the terms you 
'were making with the 


Boers, and 
whether the charge was to fall on 
the Transvaal, or whether it was to 
fall on the British taxpayer. Now in 
October you come to correct the blunders 
you made in June and July. 


That is the situation of the Govern- 
ment in this matter. There is not a 
circumstance they know now which they 
did not know in June and July. The 
terms of peace were known, and the 
undertaking they had come to with the 
Boer Generals was that the payment 
should be by the British taxpayer and 
not by loan on the Transvaal; and yet 
they have been holding out the prospect 
that a good part of the expenses of the 
war would be borne by the gold mines 
and the people of the Transvaal. They 
now come round to the position I have 
always maintained, that the whole cost 
will fall on the British taxpayer, and the 
British taxpayer alone. But with refer- 
ence to this procedure, the Government, 
through the late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer say :— 

“ These are to be temporary advances, and I 
would therefore ask the House to leave my 
hands free in that matter, with the distinct 
understanding that if it is possible all these 
six millions shall be devoted to the reduction 
of our present Debt.” 


How has the House been dealt with 
inthis matter? You obtain in June, 
though the peace had been made, power 
to raise a loan of £30,000,000, on a dis- 
tinct representation as to what was to be 
done with that loan—a loan far beyond 
what was wanted forthe purposes of the 
war—and, on certain representations as 
to what would be done with the excess 
of that loan if the House authorized it. 
I¥there is anything perilous in this world, 
it is that the House of Commons should 
be‘indiced by the Executive Government 
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to grant them money, whether in the 
form of Supply or a loan, on conditions 
which are not fulfilled. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The right hon. 
Gentleman will pardon me ; surely that 
isa matter for discussion when we come 
to the Vote, it cannot be germane to the 
present proposal. 


Siz WILLIAM HARCOURT: Certainly 
itis germane to the present proposal. 
What justification is there in the plea of 
exceptional circumstances when you 
knew everything two months before the 
Appropriation Bill, which would have 
called upon you to ask the House of 
Commons through Committee of Supply 
to get authority for this money? You 
got the money before the Appropriation 
Bill upon the representation that it 
would not fall upon the British taxpayer, 
but that it would fall upon the Transvaal. 
[have in my hand the Paper laid before 
Parliament on June 9th, as the corrected 
Budget statement of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer—a most formal, a most 
authoritative document—in which it is 
represented in dealing with the Supply 
and in dealing with the loan that the 
deficit is to be met out of the proceeds 
of the Consol loan of £25,000,000, and 
then there is this note— 

“Leaving available for contingencies and 
redemption of unfunded Debt, £5,996,000.” 
That is an undertaking to this House 
that that would be dealt with for the 
purpose of reducing the British Debt. 
Now this is a proposal that, instead of 
using that money, which was pledged 
for the redemption of the Debt, it is to be 
taken out of the revenue of the year. 
The Government pledged themselves to 
place this money on a loan upon the 
Transvaal, and, instead of carrying out 
their declared intention regarding the 
redemption of the British Debt, the 
charge is to iall upon the British tax- 
payer. That is the situation. I say it is 
a most formidable situation in dealing 
with finance at any time, above all at a 
time when you are adding £150,000,000 
to your Debt and you have your taxation 
at the point which it has reached. Was 
there ever a time when a Government 
was less justified in departing from the 
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strict rules which govern finance? The 
Government came forward and repre- 
sented to the House that it was repre- 
sented to them that these particular 
charges would, if it were necessary to ask 
for them as temporary advances, be 
repaid by a guaranteed loan chargeable 
upon the gold mines of South Africa. I 
suspect very much that it ie not so much 
the difficulty that the Boers have raised 
in this matter as the refusal of the gold 
mines to bear the charge which lay at 
the bottom of the whole thing. 

For the last three years I have 
maintained that the idea that you 
were going to obtain the cost of this war, 
or any part of it, out of the gold 
mines which were to benefit, we were 
told, so enormously, was illusory. Day 
by day it becomes more and more clear 
that the idea that you were going to get 
any relief whatever for the British tax- 
payer from sources of this kind was a 
complete delusion. Then I ask what 
justification have the Government in this 
case? What do they say? They found 
out—when did they find out ?—the truth 
in regard to these statements. Who was 
it who informed them what was the 
meaning of their own agreement with the 
Boers ? How was it that they came for- 
ward in the month of June, and said, they 
were only bound to make a temporary 
advance, and that that would be recouped 
as soon as the regular Government was 
established and be available for the 
reduction of the British Debt. A regular 
Government had been established. When 
did this enlightenment come upon ~the 
Government as to the real meaning of the 
peace they had made? That is the whole 
question. The Government say, It is 
true we contemplated this temporary 
advance, but we found that we had made 
a peace we did not understand, and we 
cannot fulfil the pledges which in an abso- 
lutely formal way were laid in an authori- 
tative document on the Table of Parlia- 
ment. You call this an exceptional 
situation. But the facts of the case are 
today exactly what they were in the 
month of June, when the statement was 
made by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to which I have called attention. But, if 
that was immediately after the peace, 
there was the whole of June, the whole of 
July, in which the Government might 
have devoted themselves to the study of 
their own peace. Then they might have 
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come forward with this Motion before the 
Appropriation Bill, and there would have 
been no departure from the constitutional 
financial practice of this country. That 
is the situation. 
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We must, of course, fulfil faithfully the 
terms of peace. We must do that, but 
what we do complain of is that the re- 
sponsible Government should come to 
this House and misrepresent—I do not 
say intentionally but from their own 
ignorance—the terms of peace. The 
idea that the £5,000,000 or £6,000,000 
would not fall upon the British tax payer, 
but would be raised upon a Transvaal 
loan, was a delusion and an illusion. I 
am far from saying that the Government 
intentionally misled the House, but it is 
the business of the Government to under- 
stand their own business, and they should 
know upon whom the charge falls, 
whether upon the British taxpayer or 
elsewhere. Now we have got to the 
present month, and we have gone on up 
to this time in the belief that the state- 
ment of the Government was true and 
that there would be out of the revenue of 
this year £6,000,000 capable of being de- 
voted to the reduction of the British Debt. 
Now we have found, on the Government’s 
own confession, that all that £6,000,000 
is to go on the taxation of the year, and 
consequently will fall upon the British tax- 
payer. That is the history of this proposal. 
I agree with the hon. member for King’s 
Lynn that it is very objectionable, when 
you are creating a new precedent, to 
proceed in the happy-go-lucky, slip-slop 
manner in which this proposal has been 
introduced tonight. You are creating a 
new Committee of Supply, because the 
Committee of Supply of the Session has 
been closed in the proper manner. Of 
course we all know that if there is a case 
of unforeseen emergency the House of 
Commons will always be prepared to meet 
it. But this is not an unforeseen 
emergency. The emergency was fore- 
seen, and might have been foreseen by 
everybody —except His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment ; it was there and could easily have 
been dealt with. The proper course would 
have been that there should be a formal 
message from the Crown. These things 
are not unimportant. I am old-fashioned 
enough to believe that it is a great dis- 
advantage to depart from the well-estab- 
lished relations between the Crown and 
the House of Commons. 


Sir William Harcourt. 


Trifling with 
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matters of this kind is not a sound doctrine 
and it is not good finance. But I am an 
old Constitutionalist. These are views 
which are now called ‘worn out. shib- 
boleths,” which it is the fashion nowadays 
to despise. If you are going to establish 
a new financial practice, you cannot be 
too careful in preserving the principles 


South Africa. 


‘upon which the established practice has 


been founded. Of course the whole of 
our Supply and financial proceedings rest 
on a Message from the Crown. 

People say, “ What does it matter what 
the Crown does or what the House of 
Commons does ?” But this way of dealing 
with such matters is very mischievous 
and dangerous, especially in the present 
financial position in which we find our. 
selves. Although I perfectly agree that 
we ought to keep faith with the Boer 
generals, I say that we ought to have kept 
faith with thom before the Appropriation 
Bill was passed. I regret that we should 
appear tonight in such a ridiculous 
position, for which the Government 
are entirely responsible, having misled the 
House by laying down in a series of 
financial statements entirely contradictory 
representations in regard to the people on 
whom this burden would ultimately fall. 
I wish even now that the Government 
would take pains to present the matter in 
the proper form to the House, that it 
should be presented to the House as what 
it properly is, a new Committee of Supply, 
and that it should be presented in regular 
form asa Committee of Supply. It would 
then come before you, Mr. Speaker, upon 
the Motion that you leave the chair, and 
we should be placed in the ordinary and 
regular position of a Committee of 
Supply. That would be to show some 
respect for the financial safeguards by which 
we have surrounded and protected the 
taxpayers of thiscountry. I say nothing 
about the new Rule—because it has been 
broken almost as soon as it is made. I 
do not value the new Rule. You may 
break the new Rules as you please, and 
the sooner they are broken, I think, the 
better. A few months ago it was pro- 
vided by the Rule— 

“That any additional Estimate for any new 
service or matter not included in the original 
Estimate for the year shall be submitted for 
consideration in Committee of Supply on some 
day not later than two days before the Com- 
mittee is closed.” 

Of course, this isa “‘ new matter.“’ This 
arose out of a peace made with the 
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Boers in the month of May last. There 
was plenty of time between the conclusion 
of peace and the month of August, before 
the Committee of Supply closed, to bring 
forward this “new matter,’ and, there- 
fore, this is a deliberate breach of the 
Rule you have made. Ithink you might 
have the grace to suspend the Rule for 
tomorrow, because your present action is 
in flagrant and ridiculous violation of 
your own new Rule. There does not 
seem to me to be any justification for 
the course you have pursued. In my 
opinion, the House of Commons, with 
reference to this matter, and, what is 
still more important, the people repre- 
sented by the House of Commons, that 
is, the taxpayers of this country, have been 
deluded by representations that this was 
a charge which would not fall upon 
them, but would justly tall upon those 
whom we were told have so largely bene- 
fited by the peace that was made, and, 
therefore, it was only just that those men 
who had benefited by the gold mines 
should bear this burden. We were told 
even more emphatically by the Colonial 
Secretary that the mine-owners had 
ample means to bear this burden, and 
that they ought to bear it to a consider- 
able degree. Now, apparently this very 
first item which you undertook to place 
upon the Transvaal alone is not to be so 
placed. It is a most unfortunate thing 
that the House of Commons, and the 
taxpayers as represented by the House 
of Commons, should have been misled in 
this matter, and that there should have 
arisen the necessity for this unprece- 
dented proceeding in respect of the Votes 
in Supply of this House. 


*(10.40.) Mr. RITCHIE: The right 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
has not lent any considerable amount of 
support to the argument of my hon. 
friend the Member for King’s Lynn. 
My hon. friend devoted the main part 
of his speech to the question of procedure. 
The right hon. Gentleman devoted a 
very small portion of his speech to the 
question of procedure, and a very large 
portion to the mer.ts of the Vote. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: To the 
procedure of His Majesty’s Government. 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: But with special 
reference to the merits of the Vote, as to 
whether or not the Government were 
justified, after the declaration they had 
made, in coming down to the House and 
asking them to put on the British tax- 
payer a burden which they had under- 
stood previously to be on the taxpayers 
of the Transvaal. That was the argu- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman, and 
that is what I meant by saying that his 
speech was directed not so much to the 
question of procedure as against the 
laches of the Government for having 
first stated they were going to provide 
this money in one way and then coming 
to the House and asking it to provide it 
in another. That was not the point to 
which my hon. friend the Member for 
King’s Lynn devoted his speech. The 
speech of my hon. friend, if I may be per- 
mitted to say so, was much more germane 
to the Motion which I have made tonight 
than was the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman, which, I think, would more 
properly be dealt with when we come to 
discuss this matter in Committee of 
Supply. But before I sit down I shall 
devote some attention to the remarks 
which the right hon. Gentleman made. 
My hon. friend the Member for King’s 
Lynn has, as we expected him to do, de- 
voted his time to showing the House what 
an extremely careful and critical examina- 
tion he has made of the historical circum- 
stances which are in any degree analogous 
to the proposition which we are now 
making. Without entering into all the 
points which he has raised, I think I am 
right in saying that the main burden of 
his speech was that, after the Appropria- 
tion Bill, no further business ought to 
have been carried on, and certainly there 
ought not to be any further Vote in 
Committee of Supply. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES dissented. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: But my hon. friend 
did make a considerable point about the 
taking of any other business after the 
closing of Supply, and I think he quoted 
some votes in 1882 which were given 
by myself, by the Leader of the Govern- 
ment, and by other members of the 
Government, as showing that we con- 
curred in his view that no business ought 
to have been taken. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg the|the right hon. Gentleman and the 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon, but I | Fourth Party voted in 1882, that no 
distinctly said that that was not my view. | business whatever should be taken after 
I did not go so far as the right hon. the Appropriation Act. I stated that 
Gentleman himself. Idid not say that |I did not go so far as that, and what 
no business should be taken. |I contended was that only the special 

| business for which these supplemental 
sittings were called should be taken, 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: Then I fail to under-| and certainly there should be no re. 


stand why my hon. friend quoted our 
votes, because that was the particular 
question which was before the House in 
1882. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I quoted 
them to show that the right hon. Gentle- 
man went much further and was less 
moderate than myself. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I think my hon. 
friend will remember that he 
endeavoured to make a considerable 
point of the fact that we did give our 
votes in the direction which he approved 
of. If he had pursued his investigation 
a little further he would have found 
that the right hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down, the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition, 
the right hon. Gentleman who sits 
next to him, and many other right 
hon. Gentlemen and hon. Gentlemen 
who now sit upon that side of the 
House, voted directly against the pro- 
position which my hon. friend is now 
supporting. Therefore, if he is able to 
quote our votes, I may quote the votes 


opening of Committee of Supply. 


| *Mr. RITCHIE: I am sorry I did 
‘not take down my hon. friend's words. 
I confess I fail to understand why my 
hon. friend gave himself the trouble 
of quoting our votes. It is not important, 
and I need not carry it any further. 
What is my. hon. friend’s argument? 
It is that no Government, whatever 
may be the circumstances that require 
it, ought ever to come forward at an 
Autumn sitting and ask for further 
Supply after the Appropriation Bill 
has been passed, unless they adopt a 
particular course which he has set up— 
namely, that there should be a Message 
from the Sovereign. He explained that 
by that he meant a Message under 
the Sign Manual. He also went the 
length of saying that the Message 
ought to be replied to by the House 
hy an Address to the Crown, and, in 
fact, that we ought to have a new 
session. In point of fact, what he 
intended to say, and what he 
himself believed in, was that Committee 
of Supply should not again be set up in 


of nearly the whole of the Front Bench | one session after the Appropriation Bill 


opposite against the proposition which 
my hon. friend has made—namely, that 
business ought not to be taken after 
the Committee of Supply has _ been 
closed. 


Smk WILLIAM HARCOURT: It did 
not apply to the question of Supply. - ':; 


*Mr. RITCHIE: My hon. friend made 
a much larger proposition than that. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: My right 


hon. friend is unconsciously entirely and | 


absolutely misrepresenting me. I told 


had been passed. That means that, 
whatever circumstances might arise, 
however much might be the demand 
for Supply, if there is an Autumn sitting 
no Supply should be granted, but the 
‘session ought to be wound up and a 
new session begun with a Speech from 
the Throne and an Address from the 
House. Now, Sir, I think that is not 
borne out by anything which has 
happened in the past. My hon. friend 
has referred to some authorities. I will 
| quot? from Sir Erskine May—the eighth 
| edition. He says this: 


| 
| ‘When the supplies for the service of the 
year have all been granted, the Committee of 
| Supply discontinues its sittings; but care 
| must be taken not to close the Committee 


the House, and I quoted the votes that | until ail the necessary votes have been taken; 
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for, if designedly closed, it can only be re-| be legitimately brought against the 
gularly reopened by a demand for further proposal I have made, and although, as 
supplies from the Crown by Message, or the : 4 ‘ 
communication of additional estimates. I have admitted at the commencement, 
this is a most unusual proceeding, yet, 
having regard to the unusual circum- 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | stances, I contend that it is the proceed- 
(Stirling Burghs): May I ask why the| ing most in accordance with the best 
right hon. Gentleman makes a point of | traditions of the House of Commons, and 
the date ? infinitely superior to the met'ods 
suggested by my hon. friend. It was 
essential that we.should come to 
* Mr. RITCHIE: Because I think it | the House, If we had provided the 
is the last edition edited by Sir Erskine} money without coming to the House at 
May. In accordance with that dictum all, we should have been properly con- 
I have conveyed to the House, as|demned. We chose what we considered 
a Minister of the Crown, a Message! the right and proper course of im- 
to the effect that the Crown requires} mediately coming to the House and 
further Supplies, and I have also/ asking for a vote of money. The only 
presented an additional Estimate, so! other alternative was not to give the 
that I have complied with both of the money at all till next session ; and to 
requirements set forth by Sir Erskine| have delayed finding the money for 
May. these purposes would have been the 
most fatal course of all in the interests 
of peace and prosperity in South Africa. 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Not | Therefore, though I do not pretend that 
as to the Message. this course is free from objection, I say 
it is freest from objection of any course 
we could have taken. 





*Mr. RITCHIE: Sir Erskine May : 
does not say that there should be a| The right hon. Gentleman has 
Message under the Sign Manual. Well| objected to our proceedings on very 
now, what is proposed by my hon. different grounds. He said that we 
friend? My hon. friend, after stating | had no business to come to the House 
that, in his opinion, there was only one | of Commons at all. He says that we 
proper way of meeting the difficulty— | made up our minds quite properly in 
namely, a new session—added that he | May or June that this money was not 
could have told the Government two|to be got out of the pockets of the 
other ways in which they might have| British taxpayer, but by way of a loan 
acted and which would have ‘been|on the Transvaal; and that, having 
proper ways. He named one—an ad-|come to that decision, we ought to 
dress by the House—only to dismiss it | adhere to it. 
as not being applicable, and as being 
open to many objections. The other was 
that the Crown should send a Message} Sir WILLIAMHARCOURT: I did not 
to the House, and that the House should | say that at all. I charged the Govern- 
then declare its readiness to make good | ment with misunderstanding and misre- 
the necessary Supplies. In that event I | presenting to the House their obligations 
understand no Vote could be taken by| underthe Treaty. I did not say that you 
the House until the following session. | must adhere to a statement which was 
I ask the House whether they consider | contrary to your pledges. But I said 
that that would be as satisfactory a/that you had departed from the settled 
manner of dealing with the question as| practice of the House by not having 
that which I now propose. After all,| brought forward this Vote before the 
this Vote is for part of the expenditure | Appropriation Bill. 
which has been made during the year. 
I maintain that either of the proposals 
of my hon. friend would have been open 
to ten-fold more objection than can 


* Mr. RITCHIE: Then what is the 
meaning of the right hon Gentleman's 
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observation to the effect that the main | to give a free gift to the Boers, who had 
reason why we have altered our minds suffered by the war, although it was 
was that we found ourselves unable to | raised out of the taxation of the Trans. 
get the money out of the mine-owners | vaal. I contend that the terms would 
of the Transvaal, as we ought to have have beenamply satisfied if we had taken 
done? His opinion was that instead of | this money out of the Transvaal loan, and 
asking the British taxpayers to pay the | that was our understanding, and that con- 
money we ought to have got it out of tinuedto beourunderstanding. That was 
the mine-owners of the Transvaal. I) the reason why no Vote was asked for 
understand now that the right hon. | in June or July when we were in Com- 
Gentleman does not object in principle mittee of Supply. But it came to our 
to the taxpayers being called upon to pay | knowledge that the Boers had understood 
this sum. | this particular article of the terms of 
surrender in a different way, and that 

‘they had understood that this money 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I do was to be paid for out of the British 
not object, because you are bound to do Exchequer. That being so, I contend 
it. While you were misrepresenting your | that we were acting perfectly rightly—in 
obligations, you found out that you must | order to avoid any misunderstanding of 


| 


charge the taxpayers. | the action we took, and in order to take 
‘away from the — any — of a 
|grievance which they might otherwise 

*Mr. RITCHIE: We never found out have had—-we were acting perfectly 
anything of the kind. I do not think | right in saying, “In these circumstances 
the right hon. Gentleman was in the we will not ask the taxpayers of the 
House when I made a short statement | Transvaal to pay this money; we will 
at the beginning in bringing the Motion | 45; the British taxpayers to pay it.” 
before the House. This course was not And I understand that the right hon. 
decided on because we thought that we Gentleman does not himself object to 


had misunderstood or misinterpreted the | ¢ hat. 
terms of surrender. On the contrary, | 
I stated distinctly that in our opinion the | . 
terms of surrender were perfectly com-| Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: Of 
patible with the view that this money course I say that when you promise to 
was to be paid out of sums to be raised do a thing you must do it. But I say 
by way of loan on the Transvaal. ‘that you ought not to misrepresent to 
| the House of Commons the promise you 
have made. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: Do you | 


ss eget | *Mr. RITCHIE: Yes; but the right 
_ | hon. Gentleman knew what the terms of 
*Mr. RITCHIE: It was a free giftto| surrender were. They were published. 


the Boers. |He knew as well as we did that the 
/money was to be raised from the 
| Transvaal. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: How) 
could it be when they were the people | 
on whom the loan was to be charged ?} Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Because 
I would be levied upon them in the | you said so. 
way of taxation. | 
| *Mr. RITCHIE: But surely the right 
*Mr. RITCHIE: If a present is made | hon. Gentleman does not always believe 


to the right hon. Gentleman of a| what we say ? 

large sum from the Exchequer, will he | 

say that it is not a free gift to him| Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I have 
because it is paid for out of taxation? | always tried to believe what the Chan- 
Surely, Sir, it was a fair that we wer cellor of the Exchequer says. I hope | 


of the terms of surrender that we were | always shall. 
Mr. Ritchie. 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: Well, %my con-| fore, that although the course which we 
tention is simply this, that the right have adopted has been an exceptional 
hon. Gentleman had these terms of sur- course, the circumstances are so excep- 
render before him, and he, like the Govern. | tional as to have justified us in taking 
ment, believed that this grant which was that course, and that any other course 
to be made to the Boers was to be taken | that we could have adopted would have 
out of the loan which was to be raised | been attended with the greatest difficulty 
from the Transvaal. That was what the | and been open toas much objection as the 
Government believed, and that was what | course we have now taken. And I also con- 
the right hon. Gentleman believed when | tend that, as far as the merits of the case 
he saw the terms of surrender. But I | wereconcerned, we were perfectly justified 
put this to the right hon. Gentleman. | in our original contention—that this 
If he had been in my position, and it had | money should be provided for out of the 
been represented to him and to his| Transvaal loan, and also that we were 
Government that the Boers had signed | perfectly justified indeparting from that 
the terms of surrender in the full belief | understanding of ours rather than create 
that this money was to be provided by ill-feeling between ourselves and the 
the British Exchequer, whatever his own | Boers with regard to a matter upon 
views and the views of his Government | which there was, we admit, a legitimate 
had been, would he or would he not have | misunderstanding. I hope: the House 


imperilled the good feeling which we. F 
- 8 ” will now come unanimously to the con 


hope to establish between ourselves and , 

se ” ‘ _s la ita a clusion that thecourse we have taken 

the Boers by rigidly insisting upon his 
xseeie y Bs 3 y Ae ~| ought to be approved, and that they 

own interpretation of those terms,and by |. ; 

; : , : | will consent to the Motion. 

disregarding the view which the Boers | 

took? I say if we had done so, and if | 

in consequence we had created a sore on, Question put and agreed tos 


their part which was not likely to be 


healed for years, instead of establishing, ‘ ' 
. J E & | Resolved, “ That this House will to- 

as we hoped to establish, a feeling of | f y 

: : : _. | morrow, at nine of the clock in the 

friendship and _ co-operation, notwith- 

standing our full belief that we were 


right in our interpretation of these 


evening, resolve itself into a Committee 
to consider of the Supply to be granted 
to His Majesty.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer. 


articles of surrender, we should have been 
deservedly blamed. We said “ We will let 
you have the money out of the British | —_—— 


Exchequer instead of putting it upon the | 
Transvaal,” and I am satisfied that we are CIVIL SERVICES, 19023 (ADDITIONAL 


taking a course which is right and which | SOTIMATE). 

the right hon. Gentleman and _ those | Ordered, That the Additional Estimate, 
around him would themselves have pur- presented 3rd November, be referred to 
sued if they had been in the same position | the Committee of Supply.—(Mr. Hayes 
as we are. I maintain, first of all,there- Fisher.) 





Education 
WAYS AND MEANS. 
** Resolved, That this House will to- 
morrow, at nine of the clock in the 
evening, re:olve itself into a Committee 
to consider of the Ways and Means for 
raising the Supply to be granted to His 
Majesty.” — 
(Mr, Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
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EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowtHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Clause 11 :- 


(11.8.) Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 20, after the word ‘ Act,’ to 
insert the words ‘or fail to provide such ad- 
ditional public school accommodation as is in 
the opinion of the Board of Education neces- 
sary.’”—(Sir William Anson.) 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Clause, 
as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that before allow- 
ing the Clause ta stand part of the Bill, 


the Committee should get an explanation | 


as to whether the proposal to proceed by 
mandamus could under the circumstances 
prove satisfactory. He should, therefore, 
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under a mandamus to compel the local 
authority to carry out such a general 
order as the provision of sufficient 
school accommodation. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said the case 
would be analogous to that of the Public 
Health Act, where there was a provision 
for compelling the public health authority 

to exercise the powers of the Act. The 

order under the Section would be in 
specific form, such as the Board of 
Education deemed necessary, and the 
Court would be asked to enforce the 
direction of the Board of Education 
making an order. If this should be dis- 
obeyed, the recalcitrant individuals might 
be proceeded against, and made liable in 
person or property. 


Mr. BRYCE asked whether under the 
Clause, taken with Clause 12, the mun- 
damus would lie against the local authority 
or the education committee. The com- 
mittee would be, in the first instance, 
the party who would make default, and 
he should like the views of the Attorney 


General on that point. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said if he were 
to enter into details on that question, 
he would be anticipating the discussion 
upon Clause 12. The question of the 
right hon. Gentleman involved another 
question, and that was what would be 
the precise relations between the educa- 
tion committee and the local education 
authority. If the education committee 
were merely to bethe creature of the 
| local education authority, then, un- 
doubtedly, the mandamus would be 
| directed against the education authority ; 





be glad of a statement from the Attor- | but if, on the other hand, the education 
ney General as to the power of the Court | Committee had come independent of the 
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statutory power conferred on them, the 
answer might be different. Until the 
Committee had settled Clause 12 he did 
not think a more definite answer could 


be given. 


Mr. BRYCE said he asked the ques- 
tion on the basis of Clause 11 as it stood. 
The Attorney General was the proper ex- 
ponent of the meaning of the Clause ; 
and he was obliged to ask for an inter- 
pretation of it now, as vital Amendments 
to Clause 12 might be closured. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that if the 
right hon. Gentleman would second the 
Government in their earnest desire to 
get on with the Bill, he need be under no 
misapprehension as to an opportunity 
being given for the discussion of impor- 
tant points in Clause 12. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE said that if 
the Government proposal in Clause 12 
stood and the work was deputed to be 
done through or by a committee, that 
Committee would have to have a con- 
tinuing statutory existence. What they 
wanted to know was how the remedy 
of mandamus could possibly be appli- 
cable to a continuing indisposition on the 
part of that Committee to carry out the 
Act. An Act of thatcomplicatedcharacter 
could not be enforced in all its points, 
when the only remedy was a mandamus. 


Mir. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 


wished to ask if they were to regard the 


answer of the Attorney General as an 


undertaking from the Government that | 


they had an open mind with reference to 


Clause 12. 
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| Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: A quite open 
| mind. 

| Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
that then it would be open to the Com- 
mittee to discuss, without any forcible 
abbreviation of their time, whether the 
education committee should be inde- 
pendent of the local authority. 


LORD EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said the state- 
ment of the Government that they 
had an open mind with reference to 
Clause 12 was a most important one; 
and he would ask whether, considering 
that statement, they should proceed 
with the discussion of Clause 12 at 
that late hour and open up a new 
chapter in the Bill. Would it not be 
wiser to come with fresh minds to its 
consideration tomorrow. 


Mr. LOUGH said there was one point 
about Clause 11 which he wished to put 
to the First Lord of the Treasury. The 
object of the Clause was to provide 
power to enforce the carrying out of 
the duties to be conferred under the 
Act, and his objection was that the 
Clause did not provide such power. 
The words of the Clause were entirely 
restricted to the local education 
authority, but there were other persons 
who would have new duties under 
the Act. Therefore, he thought that 
the Prime Minister or the Attorney 
General might consider whether power 
similar to the power in Clause 11 should 
not be provided in some other part of the 
Bill against the boards of management 
would be set up. Before the Clause 
"passed from the ken of the Committee 
_ that aspect of it ought to be considered. 
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He agreed with his hon. friend that a 
mandamus was not a suitable way of 
dealing with cases where there was a 
neglect of duty on the part of the 
local authority. 


Mr. CHANNING said that the 
First Lord of the Treasury at an earlier 
stage had expreszed his readiness to pro- 
vide, in some part of the Bill, a means 
of enforcing a guarantee that the other 
persons who might undertake to provide 
a school should carry out their under- 
taking. and do so without unreasonable 
delay. He thought he was, therefore, 
entitled to ask whether the right hon. 
Gentleman would now give some indica- 
tion of where and in what way such a 
proposal would be introduced into the 
Bill guaranteeing the community against 
fraudulent and unfair proposals, which 
might conceivably be made under the 
Bill as it stood, and which the right hon, 
Gentleman himself frankly and fairly 
admitted was an evil which ought to 
be met. He wished to know how such 
unfair transactions on the part of private 
providers of schools would be dealt with. 


Sir JOSEPH LEESE asked whether 
it would be in order to discuss on Clause 
12 the power to compel the education 
authority to carry out its duties by a 


mandamus. 


THe CHAIRMAN: The reply of the | 


Attorney General was that that depended 
on the relations which would be estab- 
lished between the local authority and 
the education committee. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: The mandumus 
will lie against the responsible persons. 
Mr, Lough. 
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Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan. 
shire, Mid) said that the answer:of the 
First Lord of the Treasury meant nothing 
at all. The right hon. Gentleman said that 
the mandamus would lie against the persons 
responsible, but that begged the question 
as to who would be the persons respon- 
sible. [Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Quite so.] 
As he understood it, the intention of the 
Clause was to provide certain powers for 
enforcing duties to be given to certain 
persons or bodies under the Act, but such 
powers should be given with reference 
to every person who would have duties 
under the Act. He was not sure whether 
the managers of denominational schools 
would have duties unde: the Act. 
Probably their position would be that 
they had privileges without any par- 
ticular duties; but if any duties were to 
be imposed on them, they too ought to 
be dealt with in the Clause before the 
Committee. It was proposed under 
Clause 12 that the education authority 
was to act through an education com- 
mittee, but it was essential, before they 
provided for compulsion, that they 
should know what were to be the 
relations between the local authority 
and the education committee. Other- 
wise they would be entirely at sea. He 
thought the Committee did not quite 
‘appreciate what a mandamus meant. The 
Education Department could not issue 
a mandamus. Someone would have to 
commence an action in the High Court 
for a mandamus to compel the persons 
who had duties to perform to exercise 
‘them. He appreciated the vagueness of 
the Clause quite as much as the Prime 
| Minister, and he was not at all sure that 


| vagueness was not the object of the 
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Government ; but he felt quite certain 
that they ought not to insert a provision 
compelling the performance of duties 
until they had fully defined what the 


duties were, and by whom they 
were to be carried out. Further, the 
Clause was too limited, as it only 


directed that the mandamus should issue 
against the local education authority, 
else who had 
He could not 


leaving 
duties to perform outside. 
understand why they were asked to pass 
the Clause at all, until they knew what the 
relations between the local education 
authority and the education committee 
were to be. After the local education 
authority had appointed the education 
committee, so far as he could see they 


everyone 


{4 NovempBer 1902} Bill. 122 


[An Hon. MEMBER: Agreed, agreed.] 
What was the hon. Member agreed about ? 
He was trying to understand the Bill, and 
if the hon. Gentleman was able to throw 
any light upon it, he would be very willing 
to resume his seat. He maintained, how- 
ever, that the Committee should not pass 
Clause 11 until they had discussed Clause 
12. 


(11.32.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in 
his place and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 


” 


put 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 200 ; 
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Ritchie,Rt.Hn. Chas. Thomson | 
Roterts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter | 
Round, Rt. Hon James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


NOES. 


Grant, Corrie 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


| Samuel, H. 


S. (Limehouse 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Komford) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(OxfdUniv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C.E.(Taunton 


| Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 


Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
| Runciman, Walter 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Shackleton, David James 


Holland, Sir William Henry 


| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 





| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, 
Spencer, RtHn.C. R. (Northants 


Ernest J. 


Kearley, Hudson E. | Stevenson, Francis S. 


Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 


| Strachey, Sir Edward 
| Thomas,A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
| Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 


Leese,SirJoseph F.(Accrington | Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 


Leigh, Sir Joseph | 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 


Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Toulmin, George 


Lough, Thomas | Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


| Wason, Eugene 
| White, George (Norfolk) 


Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) | White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Norman, Henry 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


| Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
| Woodhouse,Sir J T( Huddersf'd 


Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) | Yoxall, James Henry 


Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 


| 
| 
| 
Rickett, J. Compton 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES.— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur 





_—_———_ 
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(11.43.) 


part of the Bill.” 


Agg-Gardner, John Tynte 
Alihusen, AugustusH'nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
jaird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour. RtHn.Gerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bil, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 


Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) | 


Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Ballard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir JohnCharles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Davies, Sir HoratioD( Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Question put eeENey | 
“That the Clause, as amended, stand | Noes, 87. 


{4 NovEMBER 1902} 


AYES. 


| Finch, George H. 

| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

| Fisher, William Hayes 

| Fison, Frederick William 

| FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 

Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 

| Flower, Ernest 

| Forster, Henry William 

| Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 

| Galloway, Wi liam Johnson 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 

Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 

Gore, HnG. R.C Ormsby-(Salop 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 

Goschen, Hon. George Joachin 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

Greene,SirE. W.(B’ry SEdm’ds 

Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 

Grenfell, William Henry 

| Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 

| Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent,Ashf rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. ) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J. F.(Sh’ttield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

| Howard, John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Keswick, William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 

| Lawrence, Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 203 
(Division List No. 476.) 


Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H. Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner,Rt. Hon.SirFrederickG. 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway, N, 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lr.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.), 
Sinclair, Louis (Komford) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Ed wardJas. (Somerset 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M ‘Taggart 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G. (Oxt’dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, SirWm. Edward M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col, Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
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Adjournment of 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und. Lyne 


Wilson-Todd, V 





{COMMONS} 


Walrond,Rt,Hn.SirWilliamH. | Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Vm. H. (Yorks 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


the House. 128 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 





TELLERS FOR THE AyrEs— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther, 





NOES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP (Glouce. Stroud 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 

Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstone 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 





Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred | Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmaithen) | White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Norman, Henry 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 

| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 

| Runciman, Walter 

| Shackleton, David James 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt HnC. R.( Northants 
| Stevenson, Francis 8. 
| Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
| Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
| Thomas,J A(GlamorganGower 
| Toulmin, George 
| Warner, Thorias Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 
| White, George (Norfolk) 





Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
| Woodhonse, SirJ.T( Huda’ rsti’d 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Perks, Robert William 


Fuller, J. M. F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone,Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn | Rea, Russell 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 


Committee report Progress ; to sit 
again tomorrow. 


BANKERS (IRELAND) ACT REPEAL 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
‘“That the Bill be now read‘'a second 
time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lancashire, Mid) 
said that they ought to have some 
explanation o the Bill, all the more as 
the Irish Members were absent. If 
the Bill had the assent of the Irish 


ee John Wynford 
| Priestley, Arthur 


| Reckitt, Harold James 
| Rickett, J. Compton 





| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Broadhurst and Mr. 
Samuel Evans. 


Members, so far as he was concerned 
he would not object to the Second 
Reading ; but he hoped that in a matter 
of that kind—— 


It being Midnight, the Debate stood 
adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed Tomorrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th October 
the House without 


last, adjourned 


Question put. 


Adjourned at two minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 5th November, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 





UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


WATER PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 





oy the Member. 


. from Uddingston; Dalziel; Ellesmere 
:Port; Newarthill; Edinburgh; and 
: Markinch ; to lie upon the Table. 


* EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
: BILL. 


< Petitions against : from Norwich ; and 
* Newcastle-under-Lyme ; to lie upon the 
= Table. 

= EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
a BILL. 

> Petitions for alteration: from Markinch ; 
: and Ellesmere Port; to lie upon the 
: Table. 

: EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
S BILL. 

: Petition from Seaforth, in faveur ; to 
. lie upon the Table. 


~~ 


at f 


FEES FOR BURIAL SERVICES IN 
PAROCHIAL CEMETERIES, 


Petition from Woolwich for alteration 
of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


ak €™) 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN 
T E. 


£ 


e aA slere 


: Petitions for legislation: from Udding- 
‘ston ; Dalziel ; Ellesmere Port ; Newart- 
hill; and Markinch; to lie upon the 
Table. 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE 
MARKS ACT, 1888. 

Copy presented, of Rule amending 
Rule 7 of the Register of Patent Agents’ 
Rules, 1889 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 365.] 

VOL. CXIV. [FOURTH SERIES. | 








{5 NOVEMBER 1902} 


Petitions for abolition of restrictions : 
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WINTER ASSIZES (IRELAND). 


| Copy presented, of Four Orders in 
Council, dated 3rd November, 1902, for 
| holding Winter Assizes in Ireland [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIESs 


Copy presented, of Circular Despatch 
| of the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
dated 12th December 1901, relative to 
the Parliamentary and Municipal and 
| Local Representation of Trading Com- 
| panies in the Colonies under responsible 
Government, and the replies thereto [by 
| Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2911 and 2912 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 584 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Dublin Sorting Office—Officials’ 
Grievances. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Postmaster General 
whether he is aware that the reeommenda- 
tion of the Tweedmouth Commission, 
that officers employed on split duties 
should have nine clear hours in their own 
homes, has not yet been made generally 
effective ‘in the Dublin Sorting Office ; 
and whether he will consider the entire 
abolition of split duties. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I am aware that it has not hitherto been 
practicable for the whole of the sorting 
staff in Dublin to have an interval of nine 
‘clear hours in their own homes; but 
arrangements are in progress which, under 
ordinary circumstances, will, I hope, pro- 
vide such an interval in all cases. The 
| work necessitates two attendances in the 
day for the great majority of the officers, 
and no alteration in this respect can be 


made. 


Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware that 


E 











13] 


in the Dublin Sorting Office this year 
officers called on to perform extra duty 
had in many cases to give a triple atten 
dance commencing at 5 a.m. and ending 
at 8 p.m.; whether with such attendances 
there were many instances of men being 
sent off duty receiving as remuneration 
for a day’s work extending over 15 hours 
only 1 hour 30 minutes overtime, and 
that officers were called on to perform 
such duties on an average three times 
a week ; and will he take steps to remedy 
the matter. 


Questions. 


Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | 
eS ee ee ee per week to 30s. per week shall not be 


I am aware that it has been necessary 


for the staff in the sorting office to give | ed Tans : 
' containing sporting intelligence. 


an additional, or third, attendance in 
certain emergencies; and in every case 
extra duty has been paid for in accordance 
with the regulations. 


{COMMONS} 
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which the sender would otherwise have 
to forward, and it is cent in accordance 
with the ordinary rules regulating the 
transmission of telegrams. I am not 
able to discriminate between betting 
telegrams and other telegrams. 


Questions. 


Telegraph Clerks and Betting Telegrams, 


Mr. CAINE: To ask the Postmaster 
General whether, seeing that telegraph 
clerks are subject to dismissal if it is 
discovered that they indulge in betting 


| transactions, he will take steps to provide 


Under the arrange- | 


ments already mentioned it is hoped that | 
a third attendance will be but seldom | 
| Lewis Local Government Board Inquiry. 


needed. 


Dublin General Post Office Buildings— 
Sanitary Condition. 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Post- 
master General if he will state in the 
case of the Dublin General Post Office, 
which did not come within the scope of 
the corporation sanitary authorities, who 
was the recognised sanitary authority. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The Department has its own medical 
officer in Dublin, who would be consulted 
on any question as to the sanitary con- 
dition of the General Post Office buildings. 


Betting Telegrams and Telegraphic Money 
Orders. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
To ask the Postmaster General whether 
telegraph money orders are accepted by 
the Post Office containing instructions 
with reference to the making of bets; 
and whether the Postmaster General 


will take steps to prevent the telegraph | 


service being used for gambling trans- 
actions. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Under the regulations relating to tele-| 


graph money orders the sender of an 
order by telegraph is allowed to have a 


private message added to the official | 


telegram ofadvice. This private message 
takes the place of the separate telegram 


that telegraph clerks in receipt of 12s, 


engaged in the transmission of telegrams 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
It would be quite impracticable to carry 
out the hon. Member’s suggestion. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : To 


ask the Lord Advocate if he will state 


the name of the Local Government 
Board’s inspecting officer who visited 
the Island of Lewis for the purpose of 
inquiring into questions affecting the 
public health ; what places he visited; 
and how many days, if any, he spent in 
the country districts, and how many in 
Stornoway. 


(Answered by Mr. Graham Murray.) 
Mr. Millar, the Board’s general superin- 
tendent of poor, and inspecting officer 
under the Public Health Act, arrived in 
Stornoway on the 20th May, and left 
for Harris on the 26th May. During 
the four working days of his presence in 
the Lews, he inspected the Poor Law 
administration of the parishes of Storno- 
way, Barvas, Lochs, and Uig ; had inter- 
views with the sanitary inspector and 
chief magistrate of Stornoway ; and con- 
ferred with the medical officer of health, 
sanitary inspector, and officer of Naval 
Reserve on the subject of overcrowding. 
The 25th was Sunday. The distance 
driven in the course of Mr. Millar’s visit 
to the Lews was about eighty miles. 


Government Agreement with Cunard 
Company—Water-Tube Boilers. 


Sir WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether water-tube boilers exclusively, 
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or a combination of cylindrical and water- | 
tube boilers, is to be fitted into the new | 


95-knot vessels for the Cunard Company, 
or are the boilers to be of the cylindrical 
type alone. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) The 
Admiralty have made no stipulation as 
to the type of boiler to be fitted in these 
yessels, and they have at present no 
information as to the type decided upon 
by the company. 


Naval Departmental Committees. 
Lorp CHARLES 
(Woolwich): To ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether he can inform 
the House when the Reports of the 
various Committees on manning, 


reserves, the settlement of the engineer. 


officer question, and as to the age of 
senior officers in command, may be 
expected. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) It is 
hoped that the Reports of the Committees 
appointed to deal with the question of 
manning and reserves, and with the 
system of promotion and retirement of 
officers, respectively, will be in the 
possession of the Admiralty before the 
end of the present year. 


Phthisis in Cornish Mines—Home Office 
Inquiry. 

Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, what is 
the nature of the inquiry into the 
health of Cornish miners which is now 
being conducted on behalf of the Home 
Office; when is the inquiry likely to 
be completed; and will the report of 
the inquiry be made public. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) The inquiry is being made by 
Dr. John Haldane, F.R.S., whose work 
in connection with mines is already well 
known. He will have the co-operation 
of Mr. Martin, His Majesty’s Inspector 
of Mines, and such medical and 
scientific assistance as he may from 
time to time require. Dr. Haldane is 
now actively carrying on the inquiry, 
but it is impossible at present to say 
when it will be completed. I see no 
reason to doubt that the result of the 
inquiry will be published, though of 
course I cannot give any pledge on the 
subject at the present moment. 


{5 NovEMBER 1902} 
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Scinde, Pupish, and2Delhi Railway— 
Unclaimed Assets. 

Mr. CAINE: To ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer if he is aware that 
there has been a sum of about £10,000 
lying without interest at the Bank of 
England to the credit of the Scinde, 
Punjab, and Delhi Railway Company 
for the last twenty-one years; that in 
1886 this undertaking was vested in the 
Government of India; that Section 54 
of the Act provided for the eventual 
dissolution of the Company ; that this 
Clause has been inoperative, the last 
surviving director having died; and 
that this deposit represents sums 
distributable, under Section 53 of the 
Act, between stockholders of the 
Company to parties who cannot be 
traeed ; and will be, therefore, to prevent 
this money becoming the property of the 
Sank of Engiand by this failure of 
claimants, introduce a Bill causing this 
money to be paid over to the Pay- 
master General. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) I can add 
nothing to the answer given by my 
predecessor to a similar question ad- 
dressed to him by the hon. Member on 
13th March last+ 


Education Bill—Status of Organising 
Teachers. 

Mr. THORNTON (Clapham): To ash 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
what, under the Education Bill, will be 
the status of those organisers appointed 
by the present School Board who 
control manual training, cookery, and 
laundry work, as well as those chosen tc 
deal with kindred subjects. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
Organising teachers employed by a 
School Board are officers of the Board 
within the meaning of rules (7), (8), 
and (9) of Schedule II. of the Bill 
Their status will, therefore, be governed 
by those rules. 


Home Charges on India. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
if he will state the amount to be drawn 
irom India during the present financial 
year for the home charges disbursed 
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in this country, as compared with , Budget 1899-1900; and the amounts to 
Rx.24,136,800 in the year 1898-9 ; the be paid by India for our diplomatic 
amount to be paid here by India in the | establishments in Persia and China as 
present year under the head of military | against the Rx.36,400 in 1899-1900. 3 
pensions and furlough charges, also civil 
and marine, as compared with Budget| (Answered by Secretary Lord George 
amounts for 1899-1900 Rx.7,138,600 ;| Hamilton.) The amounts chargeable} to 


the amount of the India Office salaries | Indian revenues under the heads men- 
tioned in the Question, are as follows, in 


and establishment for this year as com- | 
pared with the Rx.246,000 in the | pounds sterling, at 1s. 4d. per rupee — 


eee 








1898-9. 1902-3. 
£ £ 
Total Net Home Charges «© +*© + - - = 16,091,200 17,879,500 
1899-1900, 
India Office, including Store Department and Auditor’s £ 

Establishment - : - - os - 161,400 161,800 

Military Furlough and Civil and Military Pensions - * 4,684,900 4,629,600 

Diplomatic and Consular Establishment in Persia = - 7,000 6,000 

DittoinChina - - - - - - - 12,500 Nil. 
North Sea Fisheries Investigation— {each of the other countries concerned 
Expenses of International Scheme. proposes to expend under this scheme of 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of | scientific investigation, exclusive of their 
the Board of Trade, in view of the fact | contributions towards the maintenance 
that, under the International Scheme of | of the central organisation 
North Sea Fisheries Investigation, 

Great Britain proposes toexpendasum| (Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) {| 
of £42,000 during the next three years, | gather from the procés verbal of the meet- 
inclusive of a sum of £1,250, this|ing of the International Council at 
country’s contribution for the mainten-| Copenhagen that the sums proposed to 
ance of the central organisation at | be expended by thedifferent countries in 
Copenhagen, will he state what sum! scientific investigations are us follows:— 





Country. | Initial Expenditure. | Annual Expenditure. 
—_—_——_ eee on ae 

kroner | kroner 

Denmark — — 173,000 £9,600 100,000 £5,500 
| marks | marks 

Germany | Steamer - : - - - 330,000 £16,500 | 125,000 £6,250 
| Laboratories - - - - - 17,500 £875 | 
florins florins 

Holland Instruments, ete. - - - - 8,000 £666 | 31,050 £2,587 
marks | marks 

Norway | Steamer 190,000 £9,500 | 147,000 £7,350 
| kroner kroner 

Sweden | — wane 19,000 £1,055 | 19,200 £1,066 
roubles roubles 

Russia | Steamer without equipment - 105,000 £16,000 81,000 £12,800 
| Fin marks Fin marks 

Finland — — 151,000 £6,000 55,700 £2,228 





Transvaal Liquor Ordinance. 
Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of 


In the case of Denmark and Russia it 
is not clear whether the amounts are SK tt 
State for the Colonies if he has yet 


exclusive of the contribution to the : 

xelu v5 F . : : received the full text of the New Liquor 
central organisation as in the case of the Regulations for the Transvaal ; and, if 
other countries named. so, will he issue them to the public. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The text of the Liquor Ordinance has 
not yet been received, but there will be 
no objection to publication when it 


alrives. 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 





South Africa—Repatriation of the Boers. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, if he has con- 
sulted with Lord Milner and can now 
give an estimate as to how much of the 
three million pounds granted for the 
rebuilding and restocking of the Boer 
farms at the signing of peace has been 
spent on the purposes for which it was 
granted. 


*THe CHANCELLOR oF tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcuig, Croydon): 
My right hon. friend the Colonial 
Secretary is unable to be here, and has 
asked me to read his answer. It is as 
follows: —‘* Upwards of £400,000 has been 
paid out of the Transvaal Treasury for 
repatriation purposes, and about £150,000 
in the Orange River Colony. This is in 
addition to the cost of the animals and 
stores taken over from the military, 
which will amount to considerably over 
£1,000,000. Large additional contracts 
have also been entered into for cattle 
and supplies, but I am not able to state 
the exact amounts at present.” 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Will 
the cost of the animals come out of the 
grant % 


*Mr. RITCHIE: It will be taken out 
of the funds placed at the disposal of 
Lord Milner. 

Mr. LOUGH: What use will be 
made of them ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I presume they will 
be given to the Boers. 


Mr. LOUGH}: That is what I want to 
get at. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies how much of the 
£3,000,000 free grant to burghers has 
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| been issued, upon what system has the 
|grant been distributed, and what 
amounts have been spent upon seed 
‘corn, seed potatoes, horses, mules, oxen, 
implements, and expenses of administra- 
tion. 


*Mr. RITCHIE (for Mr. J. CHAMBER- 
LAIN): In reply to the first part of this 
Question, I must refer the hon. Member 
to the answer given to the hon. Member 
for Chesterfield. Relief is being distri- 
buted to the burghers by local commis- 
sions appointed under Article 10 of the 
Terms of Surrender. I have no detailed 
information with regard to the points 
raised in the last part of the hon. 
Member’s Question. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Are these grants to 
the burghers treated as loans or as free 
gifts? Can the right hon. Gentleman 
get me the information asked for in the 
latter part of the Question ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Gentleman 
will understand that I am only answering 
for the Colonial Secretary. He must 
give notice of any further Question. 


Civil Employment for Discharged 
Soldiers. 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 

Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can inform the 
House what steps have been taken and 
are being taken by the War Office to 
assist discharged reservists and time- 
|expired men from the South African 
Campaign, including Imperial Yeomen, 
Militiamen, and Volunteers, to obtain 
civil employment. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
/WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Registers for civil employment 
are kept at the headquarters of regi- 
mental districts under the colonels com- 
/manding and at recruiting areas by 
|Tecruiting staff officers. These officers 
_are instructed to do all in their power to 
|secure employment for the men whose 
/names are on the registers. No men 
| with characters less than “good” are so 
registered, and no men are recom- 
| mended to employers uniess there is 
reasonable hope that they will satisfy 
'their employers. A leaflet has been 
' given to every soldier who has returned 
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from the war telling him where to) 
register, and giving him advice on the 
subject of obtaining civil employment. 
Posters and leaflets have been sent to 
all large employers of labour, urging 
them to remember the strong claims 
of reservists and time-expired men who 
have come home from the war. I may 
perhaps mention that in view of state- 
ments which I have every reason to 
believe are exceedingly exaggerated as | 
to the number of reservists and time- 
expired soldiers who have not received 
their pay, or who have not obtained 
their discharges, I have arranged to 
open a bureau at 47, Victoria Street, for 
a short period, and any soldier calling 
there after Monday morning, 10th in- 
stant, will receive immediate considera- 
tion of his case. 


Rates of Wages at Woolwich Arsenal. 

CapTaIN NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that workmen | 
are employed by a contractor covering | 
up steam pipes with patent covering in | 
the Danger Buildings, Royal Laboratory, | 
Woolwich Arsenal, at a rate of wages | 
of 54d. per hour, which is below the | 
current rate of wages in the locality | 
for similar work; and whether he will 
insist upon the contractor paying the 
current rate. 








Mr. BRODRICK: The firm who iia 
engaged on the work state that they are | 
paying 53d. and upwards for pipe cover- | 
ing, and inquiry will be made as to| 
whether this rate is below the current | 
rate of the district. 


Captain NORTON : Is the right hon. | 
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grant a certificate under the Conscience 
Clause of that Act, on the ground that 
the applicant had failed to satisfy them 
within the meaning of the Act ; and will 
he state the number of certificates of 
exemption granted under the Conscience 
Clause of the Act. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WaAtrer 
Loné, Bristol, S) : 


ferred to in the first part of the Question. 
The number of certificates of conscientious 
objection actually received by Vaccination 
Officers down to the 30th June last was 
331,438. 


Loans Under the Small Dwellings 
Acquisition Act. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he can 
state the number of applications for loans 
which have been made under the Small 
Dwellings Acquisition Act. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Local 
Government Board have received forty- 
four applications from local authorities 
in England and Wales for sanction to 
loans under the Act referred to. As 
regards London the County Council are 
empowered to sanction such loans, and 
I am informed that they have received 
one application. 


Royal Commission on Alien Immigration. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
a Question of which I have given him 
private notice—namely, whether he is 
aware that the Royal Commission on 


I have no information 
| as tothe number of cases of the kind re- 





Gentleman aware that the outside rate | Alien Immigration has held no meeting 
for general labour is 6d. and 64d. per | since July, although the Commissioner 


hour, according to the character of the | of Police has reported to the Board of 
work ? ' Trade that the number of foreign Jews 


| in the East-end of London is increasing, 
Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir, but I have | and that the area inhabited by them is 
said I will inquire. | very largely extending. 


Vaccination—Exemption Certificates. Tue PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I ‘or TRADE (Mr. GERALD BaLFOUR, 
beg to ask the President of the Local | Leeds, Central): I am afraid I cannot 
Government Board if he will state the | add anything to the reply I gave my 
number of instances since the passing of hon. and gallant friend the other day, 
The Vaccination Act, 1898, in which the|to the effect that I have no sort of 
justices or magistrates have declined to! control over the proceedings of the 
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Royal Commission. I think if I were to, 
address such a question to the Commis- 
sion they might consider it an interfer- | 
ence with their duties. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Is the 
chairman of the Royal Commission 
unable to continue the presidency of the 
Commission, and, if so, cannot another 
chairman be appointed ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


Stornoway Mail Service. 
Mr. WEIR: ,I jbeg to ask the Post- 


master General if he will state the names | 


of the various steamers which Messrs. 
MacBrayne have employed for the con- 
veyance of His Majesty’s mails between 
Kyle of Lochalsh and Stornoway since 
the breakdown in the Minch of the mail 
steamer ‘‘ Clydesdale ” early in September 
last; is he aware that the thirty-five- 
years-old paddle steamer ‘ Gael,” 
formerly ‘‘ Vixen,” is now employed on | 
this service ; and will he state the speed 
of this boat and when and where she 
was last inspected. 


THE POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. | 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, | 
E): Since the breakdown of the 
“Clydesdale” in September last the 
undermentioned steamers have conveyed 
the Mails between Kyle and Stornoway— 
‘“Clansman,” ‘“ Lovedale,” ‘‘ Cavalier,” 
“ Glendale,’ and “Gael.” The “Gael” | 
performed the service from the 21st to 
the 28th of October, when she was 
replaced by the “Glendale,” which has 
performed the service since the last 
mentioned date, except on the 30th of 
October when the “Gael” was again | 
employed. The speed of the “ Gael ” is 
stated to be 15 knots an hour, and it is 
understood that she was last inspected at 
Glasgow, on January 7th, 1902. She) 
was not formerly the ‘‘ Vixen.” 


Mr. WEIR: If the right hon. | 
Gentleman will look at the shipping list 
he will see the “Gael” is described as 
formerly the “Vixen.” Is he aware. 


that her speed is not 15 knots but more | 
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Highland Deer Forests—Ben Wyvis 
Grazings. 


Questions. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
| Advocate whether the Secretary for 
| Scotland is aware that a portion of the 
grazings on the southern slope of Ben 
Wyvis, near Strathpeffer, Ross-shire, are 
_about to be converted into deer forest ; 
and, seeing that these grazings were 
formerly occupied by crofter tenants, will 
the Secretary for Scotland make some 
inquiry to ascertain whether it is 
| possible to secure these grazings for the 
creation of crofters’ holdings. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM MURRAY, Buteshire): The 
Secretary for Scotland regrets that he is 

unable to identify the grazings to which 
the hon. Member alludes. In any case, 
however, the slopes of Ben Wyvis do not 
appear to offer facilities for occupation 
by crofter tenants. 


Mr. WEIR: Does not the Lord 
Advocate intend to take any steps to 
prevent these devastations being carried 
out ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Island of Lewis—Landless Cottars. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland is aware that a number of 
cottars, fishermen, and other residents 
in the Island of Lewis have recently 
presented a petition to His Majesty 
setting forth that the depr dations of 
steam trawlers, foreign and _ British, 
have rendered line fishing in the seas 
around the coast unremunerative, and 
that they are threatened with destitu- 
tion; and, seeing that they assert that 
there are large tracts of land now practi- 
cally waste from which the landless 
cottars could earn a living, will the 
Secretary for Scotland advise the 
Congested Districts Board to open 
negotiations with the proprietor of the 
Island of Lewis for the purpose of 


acquiring land with a view to ameliorate 


the condition of these people. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 


likely 5 ? Secretary for Scotland is aware of the 


| petition referred to. As I stated in 


[No answer was. returned. | 'reply to a similar Question on the 23rd 
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October, the Congested Districts Board| Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
do not at present think they can usefully | tae TREASURY (Mr. Hayes Fisuer, Ful- 
open negotiations in Lewis of the kind | ham): Some years ago nearly all pencils 
suggested by the hon. Member. | bought for the public service were of 
| foreign origin, but the Stationery Office 

Mr. WEIR: And meanwhile the | are now able, as a rule, to obtain English 
cottars are to starve ! | pencils which meet their requirements. 
| During the financial year 1901-02 they 

Scottish Fishery Board Cruisers. purchased (including telegraph pencils 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord| and small quantities of fancy pencils) 
Advocate, in view of the announcement | 5355 gross of cedar pencils of which all 
that H.M.S. “Jackal” is about to be laid| but 725 gross were of English make. 
up for repairs, will he state what cruisers | Careful experiments were made a few 
will be placed at the disposal of the | years ago with regard to telegraph 
Scottish Fishery Board for sea police} pencils, and it was found that those 
duties during the withdrawal of the| manufactured in England were either 
“ Jackal.” considerably dearer or less satisfactory 


than the present pencils which are 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am| obtained from a firm in London but 
informed that H.M.S. “Jackal” is not | manufactured in Germany. 
about to be laid up for repairs. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Whygare 
Education Bill—Spending Powers of | we not provided with English pencils 
Education Committees. here in this House ? 
Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I) 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General whether; Mr. HAYES FISHER: I am not 
the spending powers of the Education | aware that the pencils here are of foreign 
Committees to be established under | origin, but I will make inquiries. 
Clause 12 of the Education Bill are | 
intended to be analogous to those of the| Jrish Bankruptcy Procedure—Official 
Standing Joint Committees, as provided Assignees’ Appeals. 
by Section 75 (16) (7) of The Local! Mr. CAREW (Meath, S.): I beg to 
Government (England and Wales) Act,| ask Mr. Attorney Genera! for Ireland 
1888 ; or whether the County Councils whether he will state what amount of 
will be able to limit the amount of their | official assignees’ costs and expenses have 
expenditure, and to define the specific been paid out of the unclaimed dividend 
objects on which the money is to be | account in the Bank of Ireland in cases 
spent. ‘where the official assignees have unsuc- 
| cessfully appealed to the House of Lords 
Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir | consequent upon a reversal by the Court 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs): I | of Appeal in Ireland of a decision of the 
think that this Question could more con- judge in the Bankruptcy Division of the 
veniently be dealt with in discussion on | High Court during the last year for 
the Clause itself. ‘which accounts are available; and 
| whether the Government will take steps 
Use of Foreign-made. Pencils in Govern-| to prevent such accounts from being 
ment Offices. further depleted by similar actions of 
CotoneL DENNY _ (Kilmarnock the official assignees in future. 
Burghs) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he is aware that’ THE] ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
lead pencils made in Germany and IRELAND (Mr. ArkINsox, London- 
Austria have for years enjoyed almost a derry, N.): To the knowledge of the 
monopoly of the supply of this country ;| present official assignees in bankruptcy 
and, having regard to the quality of| the only amount paid to the official 
the pencils now made in London, whether assignees for costs and expenses of an 
His Majesty’s Stationery Office will take | unsuccessful appeal to the House of 
care to give orders for pencils to the Lords was £1,006 9s. 6d. paid to them 
home manufacturers. over seven years ago in indemnification 
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of costs in re Peel, a bankrupt. This | are now threatening legal proceedings 
sum was paid in pursuance of Section for the balance due to them, he will 
85 of the Supreme Court of Judicature direct that this loan shall be issued by 


(Ireland) Act of 1877 out of moneys|the Board of Works without further 


| 


provided by Parliament for the purpose. | delay. 


The appeal was taken under the advice | 
of Senior Counsel, both in England and 
Ireland, and on the authority of an 
Order of the late Court of Bankruptcy 
made in 1894. 


Recruiting for the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary. 
*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 


state under what circumstances a young 


man named John O'Donnell, residing 
near Westport, was refused admission as 
a recruit to the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary ; what was the nature of the appli- 
cation of him and his father ; and what 
was the report of the medical officer 
who examined him. 


Toe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- | 
LAND (Mr. WynpHaM, Dover): Owing | 


to the popularity of the Royal Irish | 
Constabulary the number of candidates 
for admission to the Force is always 
largely in excess of the vacancies. I 


cannot undertake to trace individuals | 
from among the large number who are | 


necessarily disappointed. 


* Mr. TULLY: Did not this man and 
his father apply to the local sergeant of 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commis- 
|sioners of Public Works are not 
| responsible for any delay that has taken 
place in the issue of this loan. The 
| District Council has not yet furnished a 
| conveyance of some of the land required, 
/and until this has been done the mort- 
| gage -deed securing the loan cannot be 


' completed. 
| 


Irish M.P.’s and Hard Labour. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
| Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state how many 
|'Members of Parliament are now in 
prison under hard labour sentences ; 
what complaints as to their treatment 
have been made to the visiting justices, 
|the governor, and the medical officer ; 
'and what modifications of the prison 
rules have been made in consequence of 
these complaints. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: One Member of 
Parliament, namely, the hon. Member 
for North Longford. He has made no 
complaints of the nature indicated, and 
no modifications of the prison rules have 
‘been made in consequence. Upon 
| grounds of health, however, and on the 
'recommendation of the medical officer, 
/considerable relaxations in the rules 


police in 1888, and was he not medically | have been made. 


examined by the local doctor ? 


| Belfast Borough Accounts. 
| Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 


. WYN : hon. 
aa. WE PSEA : 3 Cente FT | eaten to the Lord Lieutenant of 


wishes to urge that the man was impro- 
perly refused, and in such a way as to 
prejudice his future, I may say at once 
I think it is a matter with which I can 
deal. 


Labourers (Ireland) Act. 

* Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has received from 
the Boyle No. 2 District Council a 
resolution complaining that the amount 


Ireland whether he is aware that the 
_auditor’s Report on the Belfast Borough 
Accounts was not published in any 
newspaper, and was not circulated 
/amongst the members of the Council ; 
‘whether this Report contained any re- 
| ferences to the manner in which certain 
officials discharged their duties; and 
‘whether the Local Government Board 
will insist on the former practice of 


| publishing these Reports being complied 


of the supplemental loan sanctioned by | with. 


the Treasury under the Labourers (Ire- | 
land) Acts has not been issued by the | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 





Board of Works; and whether, as the | ment Board is unable to say whether 
contractors, who have got final certifi-| the Report was published or circulated. 
cates from the engineer for their work, | The Board has no power to require the 
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publication of such Reports. The Local 
Government Bill, now before the House, 
contained a provision enabling the Board 
to make rules concerning the publication 
of Auditors’ Reports. This provision, 
however, was dropped. 


Mr. TULLY: As this provision—a 
very useful one—was dropped ‘in a hurry 
and without due consideration, will the 
right hon. Gentleman undertake to re- 
instate it in the Bill ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
that on the Report stage. 


(Questions. 


Irish Census Returns, 

Mr. CAREW: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland why the Census Returns for 
the counties Armagh, Antrim, 
Tipperary are not yet issued though 
the Census Commission was closed on 
30th June; is there any reason why 
these counties are withheld; and, if 
not, will he say when the Returns 
may be expected. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Census Book 
for Tipperary has been issued. There 
has been some delay in the issue of 
the volumes for Antrim and Armagh, 
but it is hoped these will be published 
in a few days. 


St. Mary’s National School, Drogheda. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of , 


Ireland whether he has received a 
complaint from the Rey. John Curry, 
Drogheda, that, owing to the inter- 


pretation of the new rules by the) 


Commissioners of National Schools, the 
head teacher of St. Mary’s National 
School, Drogheda, has been subjected 
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Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the resolutions passed by 
the Roman Catholic clerical managers 
|of national schools in three-fourths of 
|Ireland referring to the statements 
'made by Dr. Starkie, Resident Com- 
missioner of National Education, 
recently in Belfast, against the 
|managers of primary schools; whether 
it is proposed to hold any public inquiry 
| into these matters; and if he can state 
| what action the Government propose 
to take. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Some resolutions 
have reached me. The Resident Com- 
missioner informs me that he has seen 
resolutions from Roman Catholic 
,Managers which show that they are 
under the mistaken impression that 
he referred to them solely. That is 
not the case nor, in his opinion, do 
his words justify such an inference. 
I do not propose to hold a public 
inquiry. A small Committee was 
recently appointed to consider the 
whole question of building grants for 
school houses. No further action seems 
necessary. 


Mr. TULLY: Was not Dr. Starkie’s 
speech as blazing an indiscretion as 
General Buller’s speech? Why was he 
not retired in the same way ? 


Irish Local Government Report. 

Mr. CAREW : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
|Ireland why the Local Government 
Board have failed to index their annual 
report the same as is done in England ; 
and will he give instructions to have this 
done in future. 


to a loss of £50 a year in his income. 


as teacher; and whether it is proposed 


to refund this sum and to reconsider | 


the payments of teachers and assistant 
teachers similarly circumstanced. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A communication | 


has been received from the Rey. Mr. 
Curry and is at present under con- 
sideration. 


Dr. Starkie and Irish Primary School 
* Managers. 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Report con- 
tains a Table of Contents classified with 
| great care and on the same lines as the 
Table in the Scotch Report. The pre- 
paration of an alphabetical index would, 
I am afraid, delay the publication of 
_the Report; however, 1 will inquire 
| further into the matter. 


_ Mr. TULLY: Surely an index is as 
|much required in the Irish as in the 


| English Report. 
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149 Business of 
Education Bill — Transferred Denomina- 
tional Schools. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 


shire, W.): I beg to ask the First Lord. 
of the Treasury whether he will state 


whether the schools originally built as 
denominational schools, but which have 
been transferred to and are at present 
managed by School Boards, will become, 
at the expiration of the lease regulating 
their transfer, new public elementary 


schools provided by other persons, and | 


will be subject to the provisions of 
Clause 9 of the Education Bill. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): I have 
answered this Question already very 
fully on October 27. If the hon. Gentle- 
man wishes me to repeat the answer I 
will do so, but I hope this may be the 
finil edition. What I said was that “ At 
the end of such a lease as that con- 
templated by the hon. Gentleman in his 
Question the buildings would revert 
absolutely to the lessors—that is to say, 
the trustees or the managers of the 
voluntary school. But if it is desired 
to use these buildings as a denomina- 
tional school, this would be a new 
school and would come under the 
provision of Clauses 9 and 10 of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): May I ask whether, having 
regard to the fact that the effect will be 
to turn a considerable number of board 
schools into voluntary schools, the right 
hon. Gentleman will give an opportunity 
of discussing this question before the 
Committee stage of the Education Bill 
is over. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As I do not 
agree with the hon. Gentleman’s premises 
I need hardly say I do not follow him in 
his conclusions. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: The 
point really is whether the trustees, 
when the buildings revert to them, will 
have to make a delegation at the time 
the school is reconstituted as a public 
elementary school. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: I cannot say 
what will be done under the trust deeds 
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unless I see them. There is an immense 
variety of them, and I cannot answer 
a question of that sort. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Will the right 
hon. Gentleman take steps to prevent a 
hiatus in point of time between the 
expiry of the present powers and the 
commencement of the new powers ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should be 


| delighted to prevent any hiatus, but I do 


not know that the present Bill will 
cause one. There might be a hiatus 
possible under the existing system, and 
there might be one under the new 
system, but the new system will do 
nothing to increase any hiatus. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say what the business will be 
tomorrow and Friday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Tomorrow 
afternoon and on Friday the Education 
Bill will be taken. This evening and to- 
morrow evening will be devoted to the 
financial proceedings in connection with 
the Vote in Supply for the Transvaal. 
If I get the Vote tonight I shall take 
Report tomorrow. The Education Bill 
will be the second Order tomorrow 


evening. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): I wish to ask whether, in view of 
the importance of the question raised by 
the Supply, theright hon. Gentleman will 
not give an afternoon for Supply and take 
the evening for education; or, if he 
cannot do that, whether he will endeavour 
to insure during the discussion of Supply 
the presence of an adequate number of 
Members in the House. 


Mr A. J. BALFOUR: I hope an 
adequate number of Members will attend; 
but [ think it will be very inconvenient 
unnecessarily to interrupt the discussion 
on the Education Bill. It must be inter- 
rupted on Monday next. 
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STANDING ORDER 25, CLOSURE OF (that the Amendment would give the 
DEBATE—NOTICE OF MOTION. | Government a convenient opportunity of 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham, Rush- | explaining what was the new scheme they 
cliffe) gave notice that whenever he found | were going to propose. There were 
an opportunity he would call attention to many hon. Members who were actually 
Standing Order 25, Closure of Debate, to unaware that these Amendments had 
the mode in which it had been applied, been placed on the Paper, and he must 
and to the necessity that had recently | confess he could not see why the Gov- 
been made manifest of so altering its ernment should not at a much earlier 
terms as effectually to secure that which stage, have indicated that it was their 
was supposed to be one of the conditions intention to make these large alterations, 
of its use—namely, that there should be He would be the last person to criticise 
no infringement of the rights of a minority them because, as far as he could make out, 
in debate, particularly when called | the Government had adopted nearly the 
upon to consider Clauses of Bills in whole of the Amendment he had placed 
Committee. on the Paper with regard to that matter, 
somone but he was inclined to think that the 

‘\IBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. discussion would have been greatly 
(cath Report brought up, and read ; shortened had the Amendments been 


ie upon the Table, and to be printed. placed on the Paper earlier. He begged 
to move. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. Amendment proposed— 


Considered in Committee. “In page 4, line 26, to leave out the first 
| two words ‘any council ’ and insert the words 
(In the Committee.) ‘the local education authority.’”—(Lord E. 


Fitzmaurice. ) 
Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, : 
Penrith) in the Chair. | Question proposed, “That the words 
|‘ Any council’ stand part of the clause.” 
Clause 12 :— 


(2.35.) Lorp EDMUND FITZ- 
MAURICE (Wiltshire, Cricklade) moved 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
'Ropert FINuay) said the reason for the 


poner ener beti words used in the Clause was, that there 
an Amendment to substitute for the first | were certain cases of boroughs of under 


two words of the Clause, “ Any council,” , 10,000, and urban districts of under 
the words “The local education authority.” | $6000 inbehitents. where there were 
He knew, he said, it was very inconvenient | concurrent powers which would have to 
to hand in an Amendment in writing, as | he exercised under this Act, but where the 
he had done in this case, but he thought body exercising those powers was not the 
hon. Gentlemen would see that it had | jocal education authority. They used the 
been done out of no desire to prolong | words « Any council ” in order to include 
the discussion. His reason for moving it | these cases. As to tke other point raised 
was that in the Technical Instruction | by the noble Lord, his hon. friend would 


Acts, which were about to be repealed, deal with that when his Amendment was 
the delegation or transfer of powers was | reached 


dealt with in the manner he proposed. 
The machinery of those Acts was now quite , 
familiar to i bodies who had the baa *Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
ing of it; various points raised by it had Shire, Forest of Dean) thought they 
been decided by the Law Courts or by might, before commencing the discussion 
correspondence with the Board of Educa- of the most important Clause, have an 
tion, and it would be well to retain the explanation from the Government of 
machinery. Last night, at a very late the changes they were going to make. 
hour, some exceedingly important Amend- There was a conversation on that point 
ments were placed on the Paper by the just before they rose last night, and no 
Government in the direction of taking hint was then given that the Bill was 
the Technical Instruction Acts and their | going to be completely changed. So far 
machinery of delegation, asa model, rather | as he understood the changes he was 
than the Lunacy Act, and he suggested | favourable to them, but it was due to 
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the Committee that there should be an 
explanation at the very commencement 
of the discussions on the Clause. 


* THE CHAIRMAN: The question will 
arise on the first Amendment which 
stands in the name of the Secretary to 
the Board of Education. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Yes, but 
we shall then have passed words of the 
Clause which we might wished to have 
altered. We ought not to commence 
discussing the Clause without knowing 
the complete scheme of the Govern- 
ment. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) said that so far as he 
knew there was in no quarter any desire 
to do otherwise than assist the Commit- 
tee in understanding what the new 
scheme of the Government was. He 
thought it would be very much better 
that the explanation should be given 
before they entered on the consideration 
of the Clause. They did not at present 
know to what extent the adoption of the 
first few words would be consistent with 
the new scheme. After all, it was a 
matter of courtesy that they were asking 
at the hands of the Government. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the last 
thing the Government desired to be 
lacking in was courtesy. It was a 
question of convenience. If the noble 
Lord withdrew his Amendment they 
could at once come to an Amendment 
which truly raised the question in regard 
to which an explanation was desired. 
He thought that would be the most 
convenient course, but still he was quite 
willing that the statement should be 
made now. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said the 
words “any council” raised some 
important points relating to other parts 
of the Clause. He wished to ask 
whether the small local authorities would 
have to go through all the trouble of 
framing a scheme exactly as the County 
Council had to proceed. He objected 
to compelling them to do so, and had 
supposed that the intention of the 
Government was to leave the smaller 
authorities the powers they had at the 
present time. They ought not to pass 
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these words until they knew whether 
the Government intended to alter the 
constitution and methods of these small 
authorities. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he under- 
stood the proposal was that his hon. 
friend should make a statement by leave 
of the Committee, but everyone could 
not discuss that statement by the leave 
of the Committee. He thought it would 
be more regular to dispose of the 
Amendment. Then the statement 
could be made and discussed by every- 
body. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) asked whether it was 
to be understood that the machinery 
proposed was to be inapplicable to the 
smaller authorities. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
that was implied. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8S.) said the 
observations of the Attorney General 
showed that the Amendment was one of 
substance, and it gave the Government 
an opportunity of making a statement of 
their policy. What was really proposed 
was that councils of non-county boroughs 
and urban districts, who had no powers 
except for the purposes of education 
other than elementary, should neverthe- 
less be subject to these schemes, He 
hoped the Government would make their 
statement now. It would be entirely in 
order. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he could 
not assent to have the discussion on 
this Amendment and then go over it 
all again on the Amendment of his hon. 
friend. He was ready to come to some 
arrangement. 


Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
thought the right hon. Gentleman mis- 
understood what they were asking. 
There was no desire to have the dis- 
cussion on the Government proposals on 
this Amendment. What they desired 
was to be enlightened as to the character 
of the new proposals. The notice was 
placed on the Paper only at a late hour 
last night, and he thought it was only 
due to the Committee that they should 
have the Government statement now. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that so 
long as the statement was not to be dis- 
cussed now it was nothing to them 
whether that statement was made at 
once, or on the Amendment to be pro- 
posed later by his hon. friend. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, 
N.) said what they wanted to know 
was the view of the Government as 
to the Clause as a whole. Were the 
Councils in these small areas to be 
compelled to appoint a Committee within 
the next twelve months, and if they 
failed to do so, would the Board 
of Education have power to step in 
and by Provisional Order appoint one 
to carry out duties which might not 
require to be undertaken for many years 
to come? How far did the Government 
scheme alter that position? He did not 
wish to pronounce any opinion on the 
point of procedure, but the Committee 
would be at great difficulty in discussing 
the Clause unless they first had a bird’s- 
eye view of the remodelled scheme. 
Surely the Government might, in a few 
words, indicate the changes they were 
prepared to make in the Clause. 


*(2.55.) THES ECR ETARY or THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir WILLIAM 
Anson, Oxford University) said he under- 
stood that he was expected to make a 
statement as to the intentions of the 
Government with regard to the framing 
of the Clause without its now being 
discussed. His first Amendment was to 
omit the words ‘‘in the exercise of,” in 
order to substitute the word “ having.” 
The result would be that, with the 
addition of another Amendment which 
immediately followed, the Clause would 
run thus :— 

«* Any Council having powers under this Act 
shall establish an Education Committee, or 
Education Committees, constituted in accord- 
ance with a scheme made by the Council 
and approved by the Board of Education.” 
The Committee would observe that the 
reference to the rating powers was left 
out at this point but would reappear in 
the Amendment which stood farther 
down in his name as follows— 

‘* All matters relating to the exercise by 
the Council of their powers under this Act 
shall stand referred to the Education Com- 


mittee, and the Council, before exereising any 
such powers, shall consider the Report (if any) | 
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| of the Education Committee with respect to 
| the matter in question. The Council may also 
| delegate to the Education Committee, with or 
| without any restrictions or conditions as they 
| think fit, any of their powers under this Act, 
| except the power of raising a rate or borrow. 
| ing money. 

| Therecould be nodoubt that these Amend- 
ments would effect a distinct modifica- 
/tion in the scheme of the relations of 
‘the Council to the Committee as they 
appeared in the Bill before the Com- 
mittee. There was no doubt, also, thatas 
these debates had gone on it had become 
plain that there was a desire in the 
House and in the country that the local 
education authority which it was pro- 
posed to establish should be an author- 
ity popularly elected and _ directly 
responsible to the ratepayers. The 
Government desired that it should be 
so. This body would have, in spite of 
all that might be said in its disparage- 
ment, great powers, and the Govern- 
ment believed that it would exercise 
those powers in a manner salutary to 
the education of the country; but they 
wished that it should be a popularly chosen 
body theCouncilofacountyorofa borough, 
which should be entrusted with powersin 
all matters relating to education within its 
area. The objects of his Amendments 
were to make that point quite clear. 


He would state what he conceived the 
relations between these two bodies 
would be. The local education author- 
ity would not act through a Committee, 
but it would be bound to ask the advice 
of the Committee. If the Committee 
did not advise at all, if it were unwilling 
to advise or incapable of advising, or if 
its advice—as might sometimes happen, 
though he believed that such instances 
would be very rare—should not be such 
as the Council thought it desirable to 
follow, the local education authority 
would act either without the advice of 
the Committee or contrary to it; but in 
any case the local education authority 
would be the body that would act in the 
matter. It might be contended that in 
the larger areas difficulties and delays 
would be occasioned if the local educa- 
tion authority had in every case to await 


the advice of its consultative committee. ° 


TheGovernment proposed to meet that by 
giving very extensive powers of delega- 
tion, the amount of power delegated 
to be determined from time to time by 
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the local authority, and the powers; he desired to impress upon the Com- 
delegated to be liable at any moment | mittee—and he hoped he had made it 
to modification or withdrawal. But to| sufficiently clear—was that the Council 
these powers of delegation the Govern- | was to be the local education authority, 
ment made one very important excep-| and that the Education Committee was 
‘tion: The local education authority was | to consist of a majority of persons chosen 
not to be able to delegate its power of | by the Council, and primarily, unless 
raising a rate or of borrowing money. | specially determined otherwise, from 
The executive power necessarily rested | members of its own body. The Com- 
with the local education authority—the| mittee could now discuss the noble 
Council, and the financial power must | Lord’s Amendment, and when his own 
rest with it under the provisions of the} Amendment came to be considered 
Bill; but the powers of delegation, with | much of the explanation he had now 
the exception of its financial power, | given would be no longer necessary. 
would be regulated by the Council’s own 
convenience and what it conceived to be} Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
the educational requirements of its area. | Molton) asked whether thesmall boroughs 
; were to be compelled to appoint an Educa- 
He would not trouble the Committee | tion Committee In cisete constituency 
with any constitutional TT ae of | there were two small boroughs of about 
the relations between this Committee | 3,000 inhabitants which would be com- 
and the Council and those of other | pelled under this scheme to appoint an 
Committees and other Councils. What | Education Committee with all the para- 
concerned the Committee was not how | phernalia of submitting schemes to the 


this Education Committee would com: | Board of Education, and so forth. That, 
$OrO WER She Wale LSeNNNee OF The surely, was not the wish of the Govern- 


Standing Joint Committee and their re ment. If, therefore, words could be 
spective Councils, but what the Govern- | introduced to prevent such an occurrence, 
ment meantto doin respectof the Councils | it would relieve the minds of those who 
of which = was the con-| represented small boroughs. It would 
stitutional adviser. . hat he wished to certainly be absurd to appoint Com- 
impress upon the Committee was that mittees which would perhaps have no 


the popularly chosen body was and! y 07k to do, and which, even if they did 


would be supreme, but that it could) york, would do so in contravention of 
delegate most of its powers, with the 


* Fits fi ial the wish of the Government, and would 
CaPNOR oS ie EES Hee infringe the work of the County Council. 





The one other point was as to the| : 

intention of the Government in| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the reason 
respect of the composition of the Com- | why these words—which undoubtedly in- 
mittee. The Council was to choose| cluded small as well as large boroughs— 
or appoint a majority, but it might | had been introduced was, that the Govern- 
appoint that majority from its own| ment confidently expected that those 
body, or it might not. The Govern-| boroughs would work in with the County 
ment would be prepared to throw | Council so far as their own work was 
upon the Council the burden of deciding | concerned. Such co-operation would 
whether it would not appoint a majority | probably be much easier between the 
of members of its own body by introduc- | Education Committee of the county 
ing words, making it necessary that the | 2uthority and the Education Committee 
Council should appoint a majority of | of the small borough than by direct 
members of its own body u less it ex- | negotiations between the boroughs and 
pressly determined not to do so. He | the County Councils. 

would not go further into the schemes hs 
which would be submitted by the Mr. LAMBERT: But supposing the 
various Councils to the Education | small boroughs do not wish to take any 
Department. No doubt much _ dis-| action at all? 

cussion might take place when the 
Committee came to consider the neces-| Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: It would not 
sary provisions of those schemes. What | be any serious burden ; there is no cost. 
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Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said | was originally drafted, an important 
the answer of the Attorney General had | alteration had been made in Clause 3, 
undoubtedly shown that there was!and the words had a much extended 
substance as well as drafting in the | meaning. The substantial question arose 
Amendment which he had moved with | of whether every small borough, whether 
the feeling that it was one the Govern-| it intended to exercise its powers under 
ment would probably accept. All he | Clause 3 or not, should have imposed 
desired to do was to bring the first | upon it the obligation of appointing an 
words of the Clause into harmony with | Education Committee. It was essential 
the local education authority as defined | that such an obligation should be put 
in Clause 1, being under the impression upon every local education authority, 
that the Government intended that the but surely in the case of these small 
only real education authorities should be | boroughs it might be optional. Many 
those mentioned in that Clause. He} small towns were willing enough to 
admitted that he was one of those who | contribute a certain amount of money 
pressed on the Government the claims | to meet money provided by the central 
in regard to a certain limited class of authority for the purposes of certain 
questions, of the smaller boroughs and institutions within their own borders, 





Urban Councils, but he certainly 
never contemplated that the smaller 


but it was quite unnecessary to put 
| them under this obligation. 


authorities should blossom forth in the | 


full dignity of local education authorities. | 


It now appeared, however, that the 
Government intended Clause 3—the 
drafting of which would have to be 
reconsidered on Report—to be pressed 
to the full extent of recognising these 
smaller authorities as the local education 
authorities for all purposes. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE: At 
any rate for a great number of purposes. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: For the 
purposes of Clause 3, as amended. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE was 
convinced that the County Councils 
Association only desired to save the 
rating power possessed by these small 
places under the Technical Instruction 
Acts, and which had been found to be 
most useful. It never entered their 
minds that they should be the local 
education authority. If the Government 
meant more than he had supposed, they 
had a good reason for rejecting the 
Amendment, but his idea in moving it 
was that the Government wished to 


make only the County, and the County | 


Borough. Councils local education 
authorities, and that, therefore, they 
would be able to accept his proposal. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somer- 
setshire, E.) said that since the Bill 


| Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
| E.) was inclined to support the Govern- 
| ment as against the noble Lord, although 
'the Amendment undoubtedly had much 
to be said for it. The Government had 
_ placed themselves in the present difficulty 
| by not really facing on Clause 3 the 
question of the relative position of the 
‘smaller areas to the county in respect 
of secondary education. If they intended 
‘to adhere to the position as laid down in 
/Clause 3, what had fallen from the 
First Lord of the Treasury was the 
logical outcome of the situation. He 
thought, however, there was a third and 
much wiser course. Could not the 
Government, even now, with regard to 
| these smaller areas, devise a subordinate 
|local autonomy suited to the exercise of 
‘certain limited powers with regard to 
both elementary and secondary educa- 
‘tion? If the Government would face 
the problem of bringing these smaller 
areas into logical co-ordination with the 
work of the County Councils, and in 
'some way secure autonomy with regard 
to both branches of education, they 
would effect a material improvement in 
‘the Bill. 


Mr. BRYCE said that he had been 
much impressed by what had been said 
by the First Lord of the Treasury, that 

|it might be desirable where these 
authorities were willing to rate them- 
‘selves with other boroughs or counties 
to have a combined scheme, and that 
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might have the effect of putting a 
larger sum at the disposal of the joint 
authority for educational work. If this 
view were accepted the best course to 
adopt would be to follow out the 
suggestion of the hon. Member for East | 
Somerset, and accept the Amendment 
moved by the noble Lord to insert a 
proviso which would enable these minor | 
areas, where they proposed to rate | 
themselves, and where there was a | 
prospect of union, to ask the Board of | 
Education to give them a Committee, 
and allow them to enter into the joint | 


scheme of action which the right hon. | 
Gentleman contemplated. He hoped the 
Government would consider that 
suggestion. 


*Srr FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
hoped that at some other stage of the Bill 
the Government would take some steps to 
bring about a union of these small 
areas. He was perfectly certain that 
the working of the authorities for these 
small areas would not be satisfactory. 
They were deficient in money, and had 
not sufficient influence to command 
efficient service, and they laboured under 
all those disadvantages and disabilities 
which belonged to minor authorities. It 
would be far more satisfactory if this 
Clause was confined to the larger 
authorities. It would be far better to 
achieve this result by direct action now, 
instead of leavingitto somesmallauthority 
whch would take considerable time, and 
delay the operation of the Bill. 


*(3.20.) Sin CHARLES DILKE said he 
was not quite sure what kind of parishes | 
would be included under Clause 3. There 
were a large number which had been 
made urban districts, but which were in 
fact small rural parishes. These small 
parishes were familiar to some hon. | 
Members, for they were very thick in| 
some counties, although in others they did 
not exist at all. These small parishes | 
ought not to be brought under machinery | 
of this kind, because the thing would have | 
to be a dead letter, or else those parishes | 
would be put to a large expense which | 


they were quite unable to undertake. | 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY said what he! 
understood from the discussion was that | 
where the authority had control of | 
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elementary as well as higher education, 
they ought to establish a committee there, 
but where the authority had only control 
of elementary education this proposal 
should not touch it. It did seem ridiculous 
that they should be compelled to establish 
a committee which might not get to work 
for a very long time. Where there was 
one single authority fully constituted, it 
should be made compulsory to form a 
committee, but in the case of the small 
parishes they should not be compelled to 
set up committees until they found it was 
necessary. If it were merely a question 


| of providing an extra £50 or £100 he 


could understand the County Council 
saying “ We will give you so much if you 
will provide the remainder.” Was there 
any necessity to establish a committee in 
a case of this description, whereas if they 
were to undertake more extended opera- 
tions they could establish a committee for 
that purpose. He suggested to the right 
hon. Gentleman that he should carry out 
This difficulty had 
arisen over the acceptance of an Amend- 
ment. Let them have for the large areas 
the one authority acting through its com- 
mittee and in the supplementary areas 
let them have power to appoint a com- 
mittee, or leave it alone, according to the 
needs of the locality. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said they had introduced under the Bill 
over 800small parishes, each of which would 
be compelled to send a scheme up to the 
Education Department for the constitu- 
He thought the 


North West Ham was a happy way out of 
the difficulty. If under Clause 3 as 
modified they had no power over elemen- 
tary education, and could only spend up to 


an extra penny they ought not to be com- 


pelled to set up a scheme for the control 
of higher education upon which they 
might not be spending any money for 
years. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said there 
appeared to be no difference of opinion 
in regard to the principle of this 
proposal on this or the other side of 
the House. They were all agreed that 
they must have a Committee in every 


‘case where elementary education was 


concerned, for they could not work the 
Bill without one. He thought they 
were all agreed that there probably 


F 
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were cases in which the Borough 
Council was not the authority for 
elementary education, where it would 
nevertheless be desirable that they 
should be. He confessed that upon this 
subject he had been impressed by the 
arguments which had fallen from hon. 
Gentlemen on both sides of the House. 
He agreed that in some eases the 
proposal was almost too elaborate for 
the trifling purposes for which it would 
be used. He was disposed to think 
that the case would be met by the 
suggestion of the hon. Member for 
Nor:h West. Ham, which left sufficient 
latitude to the authorities to appoint 
these Committees where it was desirable, 
and left it optional where it was not 
desirable that they should be appointed. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) said they ought to be informed 
whether the Government thought it was 
advisable or necessary that these small 
places should have any Committee at all. 
He agreed with the hon. Member for 
North West Ham in regard to confining 
the operation of thisClause to districts and 
boroughs already created as authorities 
for elementary education as well as 
secondary education. The Prime Minister 
agreed that the appointment of these 
committees ought not to be made 
compulsory upon these small bodies, 
and it was worth while considering 
whether they ought to have this 
power at all, because it would encourage 
the establishment of committees for 
which no reason could be alleged. In 
many cases a committee was not neces- 
sary, because they could entrust the 
work to sub-committees of the larger 
bodies. He did not think it was 
necessary to give even permissive 
powers to these small places. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
said the suggestion of the hon. Member 
for North West Ham was in accordance 
with suggestions which had been made 

- from this side of the House, and they 
would accept it. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The words pro- 
posed by the hon. Member for North West 
Ham express, I think, in a general sense 
what the Committee is disposed to agree to. 
At the same time I think difficulty may 


Mr, A, J. Balfour. 
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arise on the words, because if you state 
that any Council having powers under 
Part III. of the Act shall appoint a com- 
mittee, it might be said that the infer. 
ence is that the committee appointed is 
solely with reference to the powers to be 
exercised under Part III. I think it is 
desirable that it should be made very 
clear, and what I would suggest is that 
it would be better dealt with by a pro. 
viso—I think the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen made a 
suggestion of that kind—at a subsequent 
stage for carrying into effect what the 
hon. Member for North West Ham has 
suggested. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR hoped the Com- 
mittee would now go on to the next 
Amendment. They were all agreed on 
the substance of what was suggested. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE: 
What course does the right hon. Gentle- 
man propose to take with regard to the 
Amendment ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: It will be 


dealt with by a proviso afterwards. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he was 
not at all sure that the Committee were 
agreed as to the substance, but as the 
matter would be discussed afterwards he 
would not go into it now. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 26, to leave out the words 
‘in the exercise of,’ and insert the word 
‘having.’ ”—(Sir William Anson.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘in the exercise of’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Mr. WHITLEY said he _ wished 
to point out how the change pro- 
posed by the Government affected the 
question the Committee had just been 
discussing. The change would bring 
about the difficulty they wished to 
avoid. If the words “in the exer- 
cise of” were left in the Clause, 
the question the Government had just 
now undertaken to deal with would be 
very much simplified, because it would 
not be necessary then for every one of 











164 


tate 
der 
‘om- 
fer- 
d is 
) be 
It is 
ery 
that 
pro- 
man 
de a 
lent 


has 


iom- 
1ext 
on 


CE: 
atle- 
the 


| be 


was 
vere 


the 


rords 
word 


ords 
the 


shed 
pro- 
the 
been 
ring 
| to 
>xer- 


1use, 

just 
1 be 
‘ould 
e of 








165 Education {5 NovEMBER 1902} Bill. 166 


the smaller Councils to appoint a com-| were to be the real masters. It might 
mittee and to apply for a scheme until be that the Board of Education would 
they had begun to exercise powers other insist upon a scale of salaries to be paid 


than rating powers. to the teachers. He thought it would 
‘ ; be satisfactory if they had a Schedule to 
Question put and negatived. the Bill showing what was to be done by 


‘the Board of Education. As the Bill 
Question, “That the word ‘having’ be | stood, the Board of Education might 
there inserted,” put and agreed to. | 'make any rule they liked, and force up 
‘the local rate to any extent. No doubt 
Sm EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- | they had got some power, but if the 
setshire, S.) moved to leave out ‘shall ” | County Council objected, all that the 
and insert “may” in line 27. He! Board of Education had to do was to sit 
said that some of his objections to the | tight for twelve months, then send down 
compulsory _word “shall +3 would be to the County Council their scheme, and 
taken away if he ‘was right in thinking | order it to be carried out. His argument 
that the Government, by the rather wag that they should trust the County 
complicated Amendment which would be | Goyneils in this matter : and put in “ may ' 


proposed later on, really meant that the instead of “shall,” so as to allow them 
County Council was to be absolutely its | | to act asa body if they liked. 


own master. Reference was made to 
the Standing Joint Committee, but the 
Parliamentary Secretary did not say) 

whether it was the intention of the , “!™ page 4, line 27, to leave out the word 
‘ ‘shall’ in order to insert the word may.’ ”’— 
Government that there should be a (sj, gaward Strachey.) 

similar committee for education. He, 

understood that the committee referred Question proposed, ‘“‘That the word 
to in the Clause was to be under ‘ghall’ stand part of the Clause.” 

the control of the County Council, and 

that the County Council should have *Srr WILLIAM ANSON said he was 
absolute control over its constitution. afraid it was very difficult to relieve some 
He asked the Government what was hon.Gentlemen opposite from thepressure 
their objection to leaving it to the dis- of the nightmare under which they 
cretion of the County Council to appoint, Jabhoured in regard to this Bill. They 
or not to appoint, an education com- thoughtthatthe Bill was designedentirel y 
mittee as they should see fit. There with a view of hampering and embarrass- 
might be cases where a County Council ing the local authority, and that it wasin- 
or a small Borough Council would think spired by adistrust of the local authorit y 
it unnecessary to appoint a committee. in every direction, and with the desire to 
It appeared to 0 ee the oe work everything under the control of 
Nay as to show absolute distrust of the th@,, Board of ‘Education ; while the 
County Councils. Clause 4 of the Bill Parliamentary Secretary to the Board 
rier : was a sort of ghostly enemy to education, 


provided that the Board of Education haan gets ge Mane rage 8 
might hold, if they thought fit, a local |¥'8 MW) amous a ere 
the educational ambitions of ever y 


inquiry to find out w hether the scheme lee 
proposed by a County Council or Town locality. The hon. Gentleman in the 
first place said that it was a great in- 


Council was one approved of by the . : . : 
locality. That seemed very curious in- sult to the County Councils that their 


deed. Looking to the general scheme Schemes should be published, and that 


of the Bill, there was no doubt that the there should be public inquiry in regard 
object of the Government was to make to them before they were approved by 
the County Council the creature of the Board of Education. There were 
the Education Department. The repre- different kinds of inquiry conducted by 
sentatives of the Government talked in| various Departments, and he had never 
this House of decentralisation, and of heard that any local authority had con- 
making the system of education ‘suited to  sidereditself aggrieved or insulted by these 
the different localities, but when the inquiries. Then, as to leaving it optional 
Bill was examined it seemed perfectly tothe local authority to appoint the 
certain that the Board of Education | committee, the hon. Gentleman forgot 
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that the committee would be the | 
humble servants of the local authority. 
Again, County Councils were not elected 
specially for educational matters, and 
some of them might not be the best 
authorities on education. It was, there- | 
fore, desirable that the local authority | 
should be assisted by the advice of 
persons of experience in education, and 
acquainted with the needs of the various 
kinds of schools in the area for which 
the Councils acted, and that it should be 
incumbent upon them to appoint a 
committee or committees. Moreover, 
there were various persons, women in 
particular, who could not sit on Muni- 
cipal Councils, and if the Amendment 


Education 


was adopted they would be left out of | 


all consideration and have no voice in the 


educational affairs of the area. For that , 


reason alone, unless the hon. Member 
wished to exclude finally from all con- 
sideration those persons who took a deep 
interest in education, this Amendment 
was hardly worthy of consideration. How 
would the committee be the masters of 
the local authority, and not the servants, 
when, if their action was not approved 
by the local authority, their appoint- 
ment might be revoked ? 


(3.53.) Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) 
hoped that his hon. friend would not 
press his Amendment to a division, or if 
he did he would vote against it. 
ment was throwing a large amount of 


extra work on those Councils, and nearly | 
all of them would devolve the educational | 


work on committees. In this matter 
of education it was 
important that the local authorities 
should avail themselves of the help 
of outsiders, and particularly of the 
assistance of women, whose help had 
been in the past so important. Then 
there were some local authorities who 
would not avail themselves of the option, 
because they did not want any schemes 
of educational reform at all. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said he did not think the hon. Baronet 
understood the point of his _ hon. 
friend who moved the Amendment. 
The greater the merits of the committee, 
the more likelihood that the County 
Councils would appoint such a com- 


mittee, and he quite agreed that in| 


Sir William Anson. 
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the great majority of cases the local 
authorities would be desirous of having a 
special committee. But the Amend- 
ment did not exclude the appointment 
of acommittee—only that they should 
have the power to appoint or not as they 
pleased. The Bill as amended laid it 


down that the County Councils “ shall” 
appoint a committee or committees and 


that the County Councils shall refer 


|certain matters for their consideration 


and report. Suppose a County Council 
disliked a committee, it might say if the 
appointment were made imperative, 


'“Oh, we will appoint a dozen com. 


mittees if you like.” But when the 
committee reported a scheme to the 
County Council the report would be put 
into the waste-paper basket. There was 
no power in the Bill to compel the County 
Council to act on the committee’s report. 


'It was desirable therefore to put in the 


forefront of the Bill that the appointment 
of the committee should be optional. It 
was idle to disturb an unwilling County 
Council, and insist that they should 
appoint a committee, when that com- 
mittee, once appointed, would have no 
power to see that their report was acted 
on. He agreed that the appointment of 
those committees would probably be 
very useful, but there were cases in small 
boroughs and urban districts—he knew 
of one—where it would be, to his mind, 
undesirable to act through a committee. 


population, with a population of 10,000 
or 20,000, if the Councils were obliged to 
appoint a committee, it would be very 
difficult to get a committee which would 
be as good as the Council itself. As to 


'the statement of the hon. Member for 


Oldham, that the County Councils and 
the Borough Councils were already over- 
burdened with work, well, in such a case 
the Councils would, as a matter of course, 


| take advantage of the option in the Bill 


and appoint a committee. Therefore he 


|would suggest that it would be wiser, 
when they were establishing a single 


educational authority, that as much 
responsibility and authority should be 
given them as possible, and not to limit 
them in the way proposed. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he was 
entirely in favour of the Amendment, 
because it would give greater elasticity 
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to the working of the Bill. In no case 
would the County Council or Borough 
Council be shut out from the exercise of 
the power. The Secretary to the Board 
of Education had said that if the Amend- 
ment were carried the power would be 
taken away to appoint women on the 
committee. Thatdid not follow atall from 
the Amendments, for women could be 
on a committee appointed by the County 
Council. When it came to small local 
authorities, like a borough of 10,000 
inhabitants, it would be most convenient, 
in his opinion, that the Borough Council 
sbould act as the Education Committee. 
Under the scheme of the Bill the Borough 
Councils were bound to appoint a com- 
mittee, all the members of which might 
not even be resident within the borough. 
He was entirely against the scheme of the 
Bill, and thought that the power of the 
educational authority should be absolutely 
unfettered. Under the Bill of 1896, one- 
third of the committee had to retire, but 
were eligible for re-election ; and it could 
not be contended that that was not a 
proper provision. Under the present 
Bill, the scheme might be cut and dried, 
and there might be no provision for 
the retirement of any part of the 
committee ; and therefore, however in- 
competent or inattentive the members 
may be, it would be impossible to super- 
sede them. If, however, the Amendment 
were adopted, the local authority would 
be allowed to constitute itself a committee 
for the purposes of the Act, and would 
be persons who would, now and again, 
have to submit themselves for re-election. 
While he believed that it would be advis- 
able in most cases, and he might say even 
in all cases, that committees should be 
appointed, he was strongly in favour of 
the Amendment, because it would give 
greater elasticity. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
said he should certainly vote against the 
Amendment. It had been made perfectly 
clear that the local authority would have 
supreme and absolute power, and that the 
committee would be of an advisory char- 
acter, and in that capacity it would be 
of the greatest value. It had been pointed 
out that women could be members of the 
committee ; and he thought it was also 
desirable that it should contain represen- 
tatives of the teachers. The County 
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very glad to have the opinions and repre- 
sentations of all the persons that would 
be affected. Further, the provisions em- 
powering the County Council to put on 
the committee persons nominated by other 
bodies, was a very valuable one, as it 
would secure in the framing of the scheme 
the opinions of all classes in the area 
affected. He believed that the appoint- 
ment of the committee would do much to 
produce a scheme of real force, and he 
would therefore oppose the Amendment. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said that if he under- 
stood the Amendment as the hon. 
Member who had just spoken under- 
stood it, he should certainly vote 
against it. But it would not do away 
with the appointment of the committee 
at all. In ninety-nine cases out of every 
hundred committees would be appointed ; 
but the Amendment would apply in a 
few cases of small boroughs with only 
10,000 inhabitants or a little more, and 
of small urban districts with only 20,000 
inhabitants, or a little more, where com- 
mittees would be a great inconvenience. 
He thought the local authority should 
be given the power not to appoint a 
committee, but the Amendment would 
not prevent the appointment of a com- 
mittee. In the great County Councils all 
the work was done through committees, 
and committees would be appointed ; 
but in the smaller Councils it would be 
very difficult to find a useful and efficient 
committee. In such cases he thought that 
the County Councils ought to have the 
power of doing the work themselves, and 
should not be forced to appoint a com- 
mittee, which necessarily must be rather 
inefficient in consequence of the fewness 
of the persons to choose from. The 
Amendment would not prevent the ap- 
pointment of a committee in all places 
where a committee would be good and 
necessary ; but in the few cases where a 
committee would be injurious, it would 
enable the local authority to act them- 
selves. He hoped the Amendment would 
be accepted. 


Str WILLIAM MATHER (Lanca- 
shire, Rossendale) said he would 
ask his hon. friend to withdraw the 
Amendment, which he did not think 
could conduce in the least to the power 
or authority which the new local edu- 


Councils, in framing a scheme, would be | cation authority ought to have in the 
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small boroughs. He had the honour to 
represent a Lancashire constituency in 
which there were three small boroughs, 
two of which had School Boards. Speak- 
ing for those boroughs, he was quite 
sure the first thing they ought to-do in 
relation to the new Act was to enforce 
on the local authority so constituted the 
obligation of at once forming executive 
committees. He thought it would be 
detrimental to the interests of education 
that the word “shall” should be taken 
out. Though he did not agree with the 
scheme of the Bill, he believed the first 
step towards replacing the School Boards 
now existing in the small towns ought 
to be made imperative upon the districts 
by Act of Parliament. 


Mr. CHANNING asked, if the 
Amendment were negatived and the 
word “shall” retained, would that 
prejudice the proviso suggested by the 
hon. Member for North West Ham, 
which he strongly supported ? 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that, 
subject to the ruling of the Chair, he 
thought that the retention of the word 
‘* shall” would not prejudice the proviso. 


Question put. 


The Committee proceeded to a Division, 
and the Chairman stated that he thought 
the Ayes had it; and, on his decision 
being challenged, it appeared to him 
that the Division was frivolously claimed, 
and he accordingly directed the Noes to 
stand up in their places, and three Mem- 
bers having stood up, the Chairman 
declared that the Ayes had it. 


Names of the Minority taken down in 
the House :— 


NOES. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire). 
Strachey, Sir Edward. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


Amendment made— 

“In page 4, line 27, by leaving out from 
the beginning to the word ‘an’ in line 29, and 
inserting the word ‘establish.’ ””—(Sir William 
Anson.) 

*Mr. YOXALL(Nottingham,W.) moved 
the omission of the words “ or education 
committees.” The object of the Bill was 


Sir William Mather. 
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understood to be to setup ina given 
localify one andthe same authority for 
elementary and secondary education, 
That was a vital part of the Bill, and 
he objected to words which would em- 
power the local authority to set up two 
committees within its area, one fr 
secondary and technical instruction, and 
the other for elementary education. It 
might be that that was not the intention 
of the framers of the Bill; but, as the 
Clause stood, it would empower, and to 
some extent invite, the local education 
authority to transact its business, not 
merely through one committee, but 
through two committees. It might be 
that the intention of the Government 
was that the local authority in the 
larger areas should have power to 
appoint committees on topographical 
grounds, not by reason of the different 
kind of education to be controlled. That 
might be proper and necessary; but the 
Clause should not be left in its present 
vague form. Over the whole of a 
county there should be one and the same 
committee for all kinds of schools. Al- 
though he did not think it was the 
intention of the Government, the words 
‘“‘education committees” would prevent 
that. It was necessary to know what 
was the intention of the Government, 
because a new feature was brought into 
the Bill which would be negative to the 
main features of the Bill, and which ran 
contrary to much of the argument by 
which the Bill had been supported, both 
in the Committee and in the country. 
The words “education committees” 
would divide the control of the work 
into two parts. It would assign to one 
committee elementary education, and 
practically set up another School Board 
and assign to another committee technical 
and higher education. Such a thing would 
in his opinion be foreign to the principles 
of the Bill, and for that reason he 
begged to move that the words “or 
education committees” be omitted. 
Already the principle of one and the 
same authority had been strained to a 
dangerous degree. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 4, line 29, to leave out the words 
‘or Education Committees,’ and insert tbe 
words ‘consisting as to a majority of Mem- 
bers of the Council, and as to the remainder.’ ’” 


| —(Ur. Yorall.) 
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Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘or Education Committees’ stand part 
of the Clause.”’ 


*(4.20.) Stik WILLIAM ANSON said it 

would be undesirable to fetter the local 
education authority in its arrangements as 
to the mode in which it should get educa- 
tional advice within its area. There 
would be no obligation on the local 
authority to appoint more than one com- 
mittee, but it might be desirable, and 
even necessary, in a large area to have 
more than one. The unity the hon. 
Member desired for all kinds of education 
would be found in the local authority 
itself. The hon. Gentleman would 
see that the mode in which it should 
collect advice must be left to that 
authority. So far as the hon. Member 
desired to prevent that advice being 
sectional, he would not secure it by his 
Amendment, because it would be im- 
possible to prevent a committee appoint- 
ing sub-committees. He could not 
accept the Amendment. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
admitted there was a good deal to be 
said on both sides. He had been much 
struck by the manner in which, in the 
county with which he was connected, the 
landowners and farmers had become 
interested in technical education and had 
taken a real interest in such technical 
education as agricultural education. It 
might be that under the conditions of 
this Clause, although they might be dis- 
posed to accept the general policy of the 
committee, it would be found almost im- 
possible to induce them to continue the 
very useful and increasingly useful work 
which they were beginning to look upon 
as their own, and totake considerable pride 
in. At the same time he felt that his 
hon. friend had been fully justified in 
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raising this question, but he thought that | 


he would be wise to withdraw his Amend- 
ment, because although it might work out 


_very well in some ways it would do a 


eat deal of harm in others. He assumed, | 
of ’ | of the technical school or the secondary 


of course, that these words had nothing to 
do with sub-Section 3, because these 


| school. 


committees were matters upon which he | 


looked with some suspicion. It was one 
thing to appoint a committee for 
technical education, and another for 
elementary education, but quite another 
thing to cut up the county into two or 
three large areas, each under a separate 
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committee. Sub-Section 3 dealt with the 
geographical areas, but the subject with 
which the Committee was dealing now 
was whether the people could divide 
education into three large classes. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District) supported the withdrawal of the 
Amendment. As he understood, it would 
be open to the local education authority 
to appoint one committee for secondary 
education and one for elementary educa- 
tion. That would be a very important 
point for the Welsh Members to consider 
when theycame to deal with sub-Section 6. 


Mr. YOXALL expressed his dissatis- 
faction with the statement made by the 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Board of Education. He again pointed 
out that this was a matter which must 
be considered seriously. It now became 
evident for the first time in all these 
debates that the Government contem- 
plated permission being given to the 
local education authorities under the 
Bill to retain and maintain the existing 
division between elementary and technical 
schools which had worked so badly in 
the past. In the past a School Board 
existed, with powers over public elemen- 
tary education, and in the same borough 
a Technical Education Committee 
existed with certain powers for the 
purposes of technical instruction. There 
was no co-ordination between those two 
authorities. The hon. Gentleman said 
that co-ordination would exist in the 
Council itself, but it could only be 
assumed that the Council would adopt 
the reports of its committees pro form, 
as it did at present the reports of its 
committees for routine work. There- 
fore the same conditions would exist as 
at present. One committee would deal 
with technical instruction in an entirely 
different manner to another, and the 
curriculum of the elementary school 
would bear no relation to the curriculum 


There would be no common 
knowledge on the part af one committee 


‘of the needs of the various kinds of 


schools dealt with by the other com- 
mittee, and they would simply _per- 
petuate the existing bad educational 
conditions, which could not be justified 


‘on any educational basis that he was 
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aware of. The Council was to be the| but in sparsely populated counties of 
local authority, and in the last resort|large area it would be impossible 
would rule. It was now proposed to|to work the elementary schools with- 
devolve upon a separate committee the | out some subordinate local authority 
task of governing certain schools. If} to look after the details. It might 
the Government consented to do that | be said that the managers would do that. 
he would begin to tax them with in- But in the denominational schools the 
sincerity in regard to the alleged aim of | ™4nagers could not be so fully trusted as 


the Bill, which, for all the good it would | in the provided schools, and in order to 
|secure satisfactory administration there 


then do, might as well never have! L 1 
been ie A The words “or educa- | Would have to be subordinate committees 


tional committees” meant that the | aes rere oh a "That 
local authority would be able, and | ee dente hich ot 

lost invited, to set up separate com- | would aid in the co-ordination which all 
- ¥ oo were anxious to secure between elemen- 


— 3 — = | tary and secondary education, and would 
relieve the local authority of work, but | vaove the eenties body of = vast ampeunt 
a aaah dies ro a tool tn) of work which otherwise they could not 
friction between the different com- a pores A — Ra ao wy _ 

; : _. | the Government  shov make some 
mittees. He urged the Prime Minister) aiteration of the phraseology enabling 
in the interests of the children and in the | 4h, Jocal education authority to work 
the interest of education not to allow these | 5,54 only through its committee but 
words to remain in their unqualified form. | bd ; 


'either by appointing subordinate com- 


He was perfectly willing to withdraw the | mittees, or in some other way to provide 


—— — he Cl the coves . |for the necessary decentralisation of the 

sub, so that the Ulause would read | work of elementary schools. 
“education committee or education sub- | 
committees” if the right hon. Gentleman 


would accept the latter Amendment. 





| Mr. ERNEST GRAY agreed that in 
/some counties it would be most desirous 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE pointed out| to have two committees both dealing 
that the Amendment of the hon. Member | with the higher work, each taking one 
would place several Members in a difficult | portion of the county, and both reporting 
position, because, although they agreed | to the County Council. It was scarcely 
with much he had said, they would be | necessary, however, to say a single word 
obliged to vote against the proposal inas- as to the obvious danger of allowing, or 





much as the words of the Clause gave an 
important security, topographically con- 
sidered, to certain portions of certain dis- 
tricts. He suggested, however, that 
the hon. Member might carry out his 
purpose by a proviso at the end of the 
Clause that the plural committees should 
apply only topographically, and not as 
far as classes of schools were concerned. 
There had been a virtual promise that for 
certain portions of large counties there 
should be separate committees, and that 
promise would fail of fulfilment if either 
proposal of the hon. Member were ac- 
cepted. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire) thought the discussion had 
revealed the great difficulty there would 
be in applying this Bill in the rural 
districts. In towns there would be no 
difficulty in having one autonomous and 
single committee for the whole area, 


Mr. Yozall. 


almost inviting, a County Borough Council 
to appoint two committees, one dealing 
_with elementary and the other with 
| higher education. It should be remem- 
| bered that there would be a tendency in 
| that direction from the fact that the two 
‘forms of education had been separate in 
the past, and that regrettable divorce 
between elementary and higher education 
would be perpetuated. He would prefer 
sub-committees to separate committees, 
| because the former would have to report 
to the one advising body before the 
matter reached the Council. Everyone 
knew what happened to such reports 
when they went before the County 
Councils. Unless there was some notori- 
ous new departure the Council would not 
trouble itself in the matter, but as soon 
as it had confidence in its committee, 
would accept its reports without discus- 
‘sion or comment. Would it not be 
possible for the representative of the 








nt ho ii ii i nn) a ee ee ee 


Ss ct 4s mM 


=z ® he 


a a La A  e 


—b 4 eae 


Q 





176 


ble 
th- 


ity 


er- 


all 
en- 
ald 
int 
not 
hat 
me 
ing 
rk, 
ut 
ym- 
ide 
the 


177 Education {5 NovEMBER 1902} Bill. 178 


Board of Education to give an under-; branch of a subject, and there ought to 
taking that no scheme would be approved | be no difficulty about that. Why should 
ae —— ot —— 7 | they add to the possibility of difficulties 
Sa eg ee Noe Sle 

raya : 7 | schools shou e under the control o 
a co-ordination i - ay “cag of | one committee up to four dak. sad 
the ‘xovernment. en let them not after that time under the control of 


nullify their ewn proposals by leaving it | another committee? Between ten in the 


open to the Borough Councils to adopt | 
machinery which would make it impossible | 
for those proposals to be carried out. If | 
such an assurance as he had suggested | 
were given he would be prepared to let | 
the Clause pass, but he would much | 
prefer to have the words in the Bill. 

| 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon | 
Boroughs) said this point seemed to be | 
outside the region of controversy, for they | 
were all agreed as to the object to be at- 
tained. He thought, however, that these 
things ought to be provided for in the Bill, 
and the point was not too insignificant to 
put in express terms in the Bill itself. 
To him the answer given to the hon. 
Member for Mid Glamorgan, that it was 
possibleto set up two separate committees, 
was quite alarming. He hardly thought | 
that that was contemplated by the Prime 
Minister or the Secretary to the Board | 
of Education. The success of the 
American system of education was due 
largely to the fact that there was this 
co-ordination. Surely they ought not 
to start now contemplating the possibility | 
of severing the functions of the com- | 
mittee, one committee to run primary, | 
and the other secondary education. This 
had led to no end of difficulties in the 
past, and he always understood that it | 
was those difficulties which had given 
rise to this Bill. Instead of the quarrels 
between School Boards and Town 
Councils this proposal would in the | 
future give rise to quarrels between two 
committees, and they would not improve | 
matters by simply changing the com-| 
batants. Education would suffer by 
those quarrels. and so they ought to | 
make it clear that there should be only | 
one authority with indisputable claims | 
to manage both secondary and primary | 


| taking place. 
'which had found favour with a good 
'many hon. Members on both sides as to 
'the importance of giving 
|separate very large areas into separate 


morning and four in the afternoon one 


f authority controlled, and between four 


and ten the following morning there 
would be another authority. That was 
so absurd and ridiculous that surely a 
few words inserted in the Bill would 
simplify matters. 


(4.50.) Mr. BOND (Nottingham, 
E.) thought it would be wise to accept 
the Amendment of his hon. friend. He 
had had some experience in these 
matters, and he thought it was very 
advisable that one committee should 
deal with all forms of education. He 
did not say that no sub-committees 
should be appointed, because the area 
must be divided into sub-committees, 
but it was eminently desirable that all 
the recommendations of these sub-com- 
mittees should come before the committee 
itself. The executive education com- 


|mittee should have before it all the 


recommendations of the sub-committees, 


‘and unless they had something of that 
kind he agreed with the hon. Member for 


North West Ham that some of the 


promises which had been held out with 
‘regard to this Bill ran some risk of 


not being realised. They ought to 
do everything they could to pre- 
vent any possibility of that kind 
He hoped the suggestions 


power to 


districts would be met. By adopting 
this course they would be doing more in 
the interests of education generally than 
if they adopted the proposal as it was in 
the Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not 





education. A good deal had been said | heard the whole of the debate upon this 
about sub-committees. but he did not | point, but I have heard enough to appre- 
think it was necessary to give this power ciate the general tenor of the views 
in the Bill, because every committee on both sides of the House. Hon. Mem- 
had power to appoint sub-committees. | bers fear that if more than one committee 
Any body could appoint a committee |is permitted the division of the duties 
of two or three to attend to one special | between two or more committees will be, 
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as it were, a horizontal division dividing 
secondary and primary education, and 
not a perpendicular division. With that 


general declaration of policy the Govern- | 


ment are in entire harmony. We have 
from the beginning, and from the day I 
introduced the Bill, contended that it 
would be a great misfortune if the 
prophecies of my hon. friend the Member 
for North West Ham came true, and if 
education was not now co-ordinated, but 
divided between School Boards and 
Technical Instruction Committees, thus 
perpetuating them under new names under 
this Bill. But while I sympathise with 
that general view of policy, I am very 
reluctant to limit the discretion of the 
education authority unduly. We must 
be careful what we do in this matter, and 
not tie their hands too closely in matters 
which concern their proper function of 
dealing with secondary education. I 
have been trying in a rough way to draft 
words which I think would carry out the 
views of hon. Gentlemen opposite. I do 
not think they will come in here, and it 
is very likely that they will require some 
modification at the hands of the Attorney 
General. My idea was to introduce 
later on in the Clause words something 
like these — “If the scheme provides more 
than one committee, regard shall be had 
under the scheme to the need for co- 
ordinating the different kinds of 
education.” That, I think, would 
not lay down a hard and fast rule, 
but it would be an_ indication to 
the local authorities that the Education 
Department in approving the scheme 
must not lose sight of the primary object 
of the scheme, namely to co-crdinate all 
kinds of education. If an Amendment 
of that kind lower down in the Clause 
will meet the views of hon. Gentlemen, I 
shall be prepared to consider the exact 
form it shall take. 


Mr. M‘KENNA pointed out that 
by a sub-Clause it was already provided 
that more than one committee might be 
appointed on topographical grounds. In 
the absence of any explanation from the 
Government, they were bound to assume 
that the functions of these rival com- 
mittees would be to deal with separate 
branches of education in the same area. 
If two committees were appointed in 
this way, there would be three bodies, all 

Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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within the same area, dealing with edu- 
cation, and they would lose the last hope 
of co-ordinating all branches of education 
under one authority. He did not think 
the amending words of the First Lord of 
the Treasury would carry out the object 
of his hon. friend. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 
he regretted to differ from his hon. friend. 
It was perfectly true that it would be 
disastrous, from the point of view of all, 
to separate primary and secondary edu- 
cation, but he reminded the Committee 
that there were classes of education under 
the head of technical instruction which 
were quite away and distinct from any- 
thing which was ordinarily called primary 
or secondary education, though no doubt 
they came within one or the other. In his 


county they had appointed an agricultural 


committee, which dealt with that portion 
of technical education which was of 
importance to those engaged in farming. 
While a committee of that kind did 
valuable work in connection with a 
particular industry, he thought it would 
be disastrous to separate rrimury and 
secondary education in the ordinary 
acceptation of the words. 


Sir WILLIAM MATHER said it was 
of great importance to have continuity 
and co-ordination through the whole 
area. 


Mr. ALEXANDER BROWN (Shrop- 
shire, Wellington) said he agreed gener- 
ally with what had fallen from the hon. 
Gentleman opposite. 


*Mr. YOXALL asked the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he would agree 
to insert the word “district” before the 
words “ Education Committee.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
think he could do that without running 
counter to the argument of the noble 
Lord the Member for the Cricklade 
Division. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley) said it seemed to him that there 
was no difficulty whatever in maintaining 
the authority of the local education 
authority, and at the same time, if found 
necessary, delegating their powers to the 


different localities. 
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Mr. M‘KENNA said there wasa way! Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE said his first 
in which all parties could come together | object was to get rid of the scheme, be- 
and be at one in this matter, and that was | cause he believed the County Councils 
a very desirable thing. His own objection | were perfectly competent to manage 
to the proposal of the Prime Minister was | their own educational work. 

that there were to be separate committees. 

Was it not, better to say to the local) +s CHAIRMAN called upon Mr. 
authority that one comprehensive com-| Tloyd Morgan to move the Amendment 
mittee ought to be enough, and that there | +. nding in his name, when 

should be one committee, with such sub- | 8 j , 


committees as might be appointed, to deal | : : 
with the whole system of education ? The | a ee eee re eo Pal c—_ 
experts who were skilled in different | aes af the tan. Member tex feline 


branches of education could be put upon | Wsttn chal ceed tat 


the sub-committees. 


ie Why ; ‘s *Tue CHAIRMAN pointed out that 
Ma. YOXALL said that having re- | if the Amendment of the hon. Member 
gard to what had fallen from the Prime lfor Saff Wald t d 
Minister, although friction might result | a a th . ld oped re 

between the local education authority | penne Dregne yr — : . = 
and the Board of Education if his pro- | cea weageise nt poor os Lise ha 
posal were adopted, he would ask leave to k ee sie tit te ’ 


withdraw the Amendment. 
(5.18.). Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Car- 


| marthenshire, W.) said that the object 
. 1 Amendment bes bo secure 
- | that the appointment of the Committee 
biord Hae tie cos Bocce yaad should be for a term of three years, and 
an Amendment standing in his name | canes: seane cute: Me paenmey tet 
‘ite d , /under the Clause as it stood the com- 
| mittee or committees would become 

Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, | permanent bodies, and that seemed to 
Saffron Walden) asked whether the! himto be a most objectionable course. If 
following Amendment standing in his the committee or committees were 
name before that of the hon. Member for | really to be representative of the County 
West Carmarthen was out of order— —_| Councils and the Borough Councils, then 
In page 4, line 29, after the second word it was absolutely necessary that there 
‘education,’ to leave out to end of Clause, and | should be some limit of time for them 
wt gest tag — of pesepen ded a holding office. They ought not to exist 
persons to serve on such Shautias eodealnnen, as a committee fora longer period than 
but the total number of such co-opted members three years. The Government Bill of 
shall be less than half the total number of mem- | 1896 provided that the educational com- 
bers of such committee.’” mittee was to exist for three years, and 
three years only, and that one-third of 
* Tue CHAIRMAN: The Amendment | the committee should retire every three 
does not read. years. That was a system which ought 
to be adopted in the — Bill. The 
: : | County Council in electing the committee 
Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE said that | whee Act might be a. Pos the impres- 
owing to a clerical error the word) sion that certain persons who had had no 
“education ” was inserted instead of the | previous experience in educational matters 
word ‘* committee.’ | had a right to be elected, but the process of 
| time might prove to them that they had 
* Toe CHAIRMAN: It oughtto come| made a mistake and that the members 
as an Amendment to sub-Clause (a). | so elected by them were not the best 
What the hon. Member wants, so far as | men for educational work. It seemed to 
Ican gather, is that a majority of the| him that an unreasonable fetter was 
committee shall be members of the| placed on the County Council if it were 
Council. said that they had no power to release 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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these members of the Committee from 
service upon it, even if they had changed 
their opinions. He knew of no com- 
mittee of the County Council at present 
which became a permanent body, except 
the county governing body constituted 
under the Welsh Intermediate Education 
Act, and, although he had no other 


authority for saying so, he thought that | 


was a mistake. In the case of the 
Standing Joint Committee of the County 
Council the members were only appointed 
for a limitedtime. The County Councils 
constantly changed the members of the 
Standing Joint Committee when it was 
found that they were not carrying out 
the views of the County Council. That 
principle ought to be applied to the 
educational affairs of the county, and if 
the members of the Education Committee 
who had been elected to carry out the 
provisions of the Act failed in the dis- 
charge of their duty or to satisfy the 
County Council, they ought to give the 
County Council power to decide that 
those members should not hold office for 
more than three years. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘« In page 4, line 30, after the word ‘commit- 
tee,’ to insert the words ‘ appointed for a term 
of three years and.’” (Mr. Lloyd Morgan.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


* Sir WILLIAM ANSON said nobody 
had ever dreamt that these committees 
should be permanent bodies, and there was 
nothing in the Bill to suggest that that 
had ever been contemplated from the 
beginning of the scheme. As a matter of 
fact, the hon. Gentleman proposed by his 
Amendment to give a much greater 
security for the permanence of the com- 
mittees than the Bill ever contemplated. 
If a majority of the committee were 
members of the County Council, and 
ceased to be members of the Council or to 
be qualified as councillors, they could not 
continue to be members of the committee. 
What the Government really desired was 
that the tenure of office of the members 
of the committee should be precisely 
what the local education authority should 
give it, whether long or short. He could 


assure the hon. Gentleman that there was 
nothing in the Bill to suggest that these 
committees were to be of a permanent 
character, and that the hon. Member 


Mr. Lloyd Morgan. 
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| proposed by his Amendment to give them 


a greater security of tenure than was 
specified or contemplated in the Bill. 
Their tenure of office, whatever it might 
be, would have to be determined by the 
schemes to be framed by the Councils, 
and approved of by the Board of Educa- 
tion. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (Yorkshire 
W.R., Pudsey) thought that the speech 
of the hon. Baronet had afforded more 
reason for supporting the Amendment 
than the remarks of the hon. Member 
who had moved it. Unless the words 
of the Amendment were adopted the 
constitution of the committee might be 
entirely out of harmony with that of the 
County Council or the Borough Council. 
What was going to be done in the case of 
the members elected to represent the 
County Council on these committees if 


.the County Council came to an end 


before the term of office of the education 
committee expired? The members of 
the education committee would be 
hung up between wind and water— 
appointed to represent the County 
Council, and yet not representing the 


County Council, for some County 
Councils might have appointed the 
members of the education committee 


for terms of four, five, or even six 
years. He thought common-sense should 
guide the Committee to the acceptance 
of the Amendment. They should adopt 
the practice which was in vogue in 
County Councils and Municipal Corpora- 
tions, and fix the term for which the 
members of the committee were appointed, 
and make the term so short that they 
should represent the County Council or 
the Borough Council, otherwise the 
education committee might be entirely 
out of touch with the body which 
appointed them. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said he would 
remind the hon. Member that if a 
member of the education committee was 
placed on the committee as a member of 
the Council he would cease to be a mem- 
ber of the committee if he ceased to bea 
member of the Council. He thought the 
objection of the hon, Member was not a 
real one. 


*Mr. CHANNING thought that the 
words which had fallen from the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education really 
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aggravated the case. The real point was 

that the Secretary to the Education 

Department had now told the Committee 

that the term of office of the members of 

the education committee was to be 

determined in the scheme made by the 

Council, and approved by the Board of 
Education. - But it was possible that a 

Council might draw up a scheme, and 

obtain the consent of the Board of 
Education to it, which would saddle the | 
education committee with a body of: 
outsiders, which might be a permanent | 
body, and would obtain thereby the con- 

trol of all the machinery of education in 

the county or borough, and which might be 

out of touch with the opinions and senti- 

ments of the people who elected the 

County Council or the Borough Council. 

It seemed to him that if there were no 
fixed term of office, and that while 
elected members of the Council could sit 
only for a time, outsiders nominated on 

the Committee might have an unlimited 

tenure of office, it could only lead to their 
having education handed over to an 

irresponsible group of outsiders who 
would obtain absolute and permanent 
control of all branches of education 

in the district. That would be a very 
serious state of things. Practically the 

whole education of the country would 
pass into the hands of an irresponsible 
and permanent body wholly out of touch, 

it might be, with the people concerned. 


*Sir_ FRANCIS POWELL - said 
he thought that this was one of those 
minutiz which it would be wiser to leave 
to the decision of the County and Borough 
Councils themselves. Some of these 
schemes, he thought, were not very well 
suited to the more general terms adopted 
in legislation. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS asked the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether they could understand — that 
during his tenure of office, at any rate, 
the schemes of the various education 
authorities would only be approved: by 
the Department if the members of the 
County Council elected to the education 
committee were to remain members of 
that committee merely during their term 
of office on the Council. Although he 
disliked the Clause he would be satisfied 
if the Government on this Amendment 
would give an assurance that that would 
be the policy of the Education Depart- 
ment with regard to these schemes. 
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*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said if the 
number of the members of the County 
Council on the committee fell short of a 
majority the intention was that the 
County Council should elect others. 


Mr. BRYCE said he did not under- 
stand that the majority of the committee 
was to consist of members of the County 
Council. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said there 
might be a majority unless the County 


Council determined that there should not 
be. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT said the 
position was obvious. These committees 
would perform a very onerous duty, and 
it might well be that many of the County 
Councils would not desire to undertake 
it. He thought it was extremely unlikely 
that there would be a majority of 
members of the County Councils on these 
bodies ; they would desire these onerous 
duties to be performed by somebody 
else. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS pointed out 
that it did not follow from the words in 
this Section that the position occupied 
by a member of the County Council 
on the committee would cease to be 
occupied by him when he ceased to 
be a member of the County Council. 
The question he put, to which he 
had not yet got an answer, was whether 
the Education Department would see to 
it that members of the committee should 
only be members of that committee for 
such time as they were members of the 
County Council. 


Mr. BRIGG expressed the opinion that 
with regard to the co-option of members, 
unless some definite time were put down 
for their co-option, they would remain 
in office after they ceased to be members 
of County Councils. The other members, 
he took it, would go out of office when 
they lost their position on the County 
Councils, but the co-opted members 
would remain. 


* Sm WILLIAM ANSON said he had 
some hesitation in pronouncing an 
opinion on the interpretation of the 


Bill which might bind the Education 


| Department upon questions which had 
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not yet been brought before it, but | 
he might say that, if a certain majority | 
of members of the committee were to. 
be members of the County Council, and 


the qualification of their membership 
of the committee was that they should 
also be members of the County Council, 


they would cease to be members of the | 
committee on losing that qualification. | 
The duration of the term of office for | 


‘the co-opted members of the com- 
mittee would have to be provided for 
in the scheme. It would be the business 
of the local authority to provide for 
that. 
be considered an accidental omission 
on their part, and the Education Board 


would call their attention to the matter. | 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) asked to have it made 
perfectly clear by some words in the 
Bill that if a member of the committee 
lost his qualification as a member of the 
County Council he should also lose his 
position on the committee. He pointed 
out that a great many members of a 
committee who were also members of 
the County Council might be elected 
tu the County Council on other issues 
altogether, for the purpose of continuing 
them on the committee on account 
of their having done good service. 
What hon. Members on this side wanted 
was quite clear, but what they wished to 
hear from the hon. Baronet opposite was 
whether their wishes would be carried 
out by the insertion of words into the 
Bill. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he thought 
it was important to know whether there 
was going to be a term to the member- 
ship of members of the committee who 
were not also members of the County 
Council. The members appointed by 
the County Couucil would be repre- 
sentatives of the rateyayers, but the 
co-opted members would be experts, and 
the conduct of those gentlemen might 
not always commend itself to the County 
Council or the general body of the 
district. They could not always antici- 
pate how men would work. Because they 
took an interest in education, they 
need not necessarily be good administra- 
tors. Therefore he wished to know 
whether it was clear that there wasa 
term for the membership of these gentle- 


men. 
Sir William Anson. 


{COMMONS} 


If they did not do so, it would | 
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*Srr WILLIAM ANSON said he 
thought he had clearly stated that the 
Government never contemplated that 
these co-opted or added members of the 
committee should have any condition 
of permanency attached to their appoint- 
/ment. The local authorities, he pre- 
sumed, would fix the term of the appoint- 
ment, which it might be desirable to 
make longer or shorter in some cases 
than in others, according to the varying 
conditions of the different local bodirs, 
But if the local authority omitted to fix 
any term, he would consider that that 
was an accidental omission, and it would 
be the duty of the Board of Education 
to call attention to it. 


Mr. BRYCE said he understood his 
hon. friend’s idea to be that these 
schemes should provide for a short term. 
Personally, he would prefer three years. 
Would the hon. Gentleman say that the 
term should be three years ? 


Mr. WHARTON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Ripon) remarked that every County 
Council Committee was re-appointed 
every year, and unless this Education 
Committee was to be in a different 
position from the other committees of 
the Council no difficulty would arise in 
this respect. There need be no term of 
three years, or term of two years; let it 
be like the other committees. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field) endorsed the statement of the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite, and deprecated 
putting every minute detail into the Bill. 
Under the existing law, the Technical 
Instruction Act, it was provided that the 
County Councils could co-opt their 
committee members from outside the 
County Council, and the election of all 
committees was settled by the Standing 
Orders of the County Council. If every 
minute detail was put into the Bill, there 
would be nothing for bye-laws or Standing 
Orders to settle. 


Mr. ABEL THOMAS(Carmarthenshire, 
E.) said that probably an annual election 
would be the best thing in this matter, 
but if any other time were to be selected 
it should not exceed three years. He 
therefore proposed that the Amendment 
should be amended by changing the phrase 
“appointed for a term of three years” to 
“appointed for a term not exceeding three 
years.” 
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Mr. LLOYD MORGAN accepted this 
Amendment to his Amendment. 


Amendment amended — 


“By leaving out the word ‘ of,’ and insert - 
not exceeding.’ ”—( Mr. Abel Noes, 241. 


ing the words ‘ 
Thomas. ) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) | 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud | 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg. John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, ‘William Randal 
Davies, Aifred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, Jonn Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans. Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Fitzmaurice e, Lord Edaund 
Fuller, J. M. 

Gladstone,Rt Hn. HerbertJ ohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

a Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harwood, George 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Alihusen, AugustusH’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
kalearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A. J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 


{5 NOVEMBER 1902} 
(5.48.) 


AYES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayrer, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 


| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, — E. ’(Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Dav id Brymnor (Sw’nsea 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Leese,Sir Jose phF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Jo-eph 

Levy y, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Macuamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 


| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William : 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 


NOES. 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C, 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A(Glasgow) 


Carew, James Laurence 





Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


Question put, 
words, as amended, be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List, No. 477.) 
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those 


“That 


118; 


Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J.A.(Glam rg’ p,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk. Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Lloyd Morgan and 
Mr. Abel Thomas. 


Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. ( Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.( Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
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Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fr’d Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Ha.Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hen. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHonSirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St Albans) 
Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 


Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | 
| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Greene,Sir EW(B’rySEdm‘nds | 


Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Hamilton, Rt HnLordG (Midd’x | 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude re 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, £&. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
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Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Bil. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | Pretyman, Ernest George 


Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, George 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


| Purvis, Robert 


Pym, C. Guy 


| Rankin, Sir James 


Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. | 
Kenyon,Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) | 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 


Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,ArthurH(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, RtHon Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshier) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W JH(Dumfriesshire 


Middlemore JohnThrogmorton 


| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


| Mount, William Arthur 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Myers, William Henry 
| Newdegate, Francis A. N. 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 


| Sadler, Col. Samuel 





Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley,Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
tolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
lexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Shackleton, David James 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stene, Sir Benjamin 
Talbot, Lord EF. (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J..G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. Sir CEH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wallace, Robert 
Walrond, Rt Hn. SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt.-ColA.C. E(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG.E (Notts.} 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H.(Asht’n-und.Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel K. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.,N. 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T(Hudderst’d 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood, andMr. Anstruther. 


(6.5.) Dr. MACNAMARA, in moving | been placed before the Committee. He 


the insertion after “‘ Committees” of the 
words “‘ which shall in all cases be sub- 
ject to the decisions of the local education 
authority,and shall be,” said he recognised 
that the position had been 
changed since the modified constitution 

of the local education authority had | 


sensibly 


was in some doubt as to the precise 
functions of the local authority, because, 
when the matter was discussed in June 
last, there were many references to the 
committee being constituted in the same 
manner as a Watch Committee, which 
was not required to report its proceedings 
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to the parent Council, and was not in | 


any way subject to its decisions. He 
would formally move the Amendment, 
in order to elicit whe:her the committee 
would be subject in all respects to the 
local authority. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, line 30, after the word *com- 
mittees,’ to insert the words ‘which shall in all 
ca-es be subject to the decisions of the local 
education authority, and shall be.’”—(Dr. 
Mucnamara.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY said the point 
to which the hon. Member desired to call 
attention would much more directly arise 
on the Amendment standing in the name 
of the Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Board of Education. He thought that 
when that Amendment was reached the 
hon. Member would see that all that he 
desired was effectively carried out, and 
perhaps with that statement he would be 
satisfied to allow the matter to remain 
until his hon. friend’s Amendment was 


reached. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE, in mov- 
ing the omission of the remainder of 
the Clause after the words “or educa- 
tion committees,” said his object was to 
do away with the necessity of appeal- 
ing to the Board of Education with 
schemesaltogether. Everybody acquainted 
with the working of committees of 
municipal corporations or county councils 
knew that those committees were quite 
capable of drawing up any scheme which 
they thought necessary for their own 
work. At present the Technical Education 
Committees formed their own schemes, 
and were not subject to the control of 
the education authority. He believed 
the same confidence might be reposed in 
the bodies now to be created. It was 
absurd to think that they should be kept 
in leading strings by the Board of Educa- 
tion. If, however, these bodies were 
given the privilege of carrying out their 
own schemes he thought it should be 
provided that the committees should be 
annually elected, with power to co-opt a 
minority, while a majority of the members 
should be direct representativesof the local 
education authority. 
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great deal of cumbrous and unnecessary 
work in connection with the submission of 
schemes to the Board of Education would be 
obviated. He suggested two grounds on 
which the Government might well accept 
the Amendment—first, that these bodies 
were capable of carrying out their work 
and ought to be entrusted with these 
powers, and secondly, that the Clause 
would then be disposed of and the re- 
mainder of the Bill could be proceeded 
with. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 30, to leave out from the word 


‘committees,’ to the end of the Clause.”— 


(Mr. Joseph A. Pease.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘constituted in accordance with a scheme 
made by the Council’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY assured the 
hon. Member that it was from no want of 
confidence in the local education authority 
that he asked the Committee not to 
accept this Amendment. The Bill, as it 
stood, did not provide for elasticity as 
regarded the frame-work of the schemes, 
and every regard would be had to local 
wants and exigencies in determining what 
the schemes should be. [ By whom?”] 
By the Board of Education as well as by 
the local education authority. Doubtless 
the hon. Member would agree as to the 
desirability of a certain amount of co- 
ordination, and the Board of Education 
was that which, after all, must remain the 
central authority to see thit there is no 
more divergence in the schemes than 
local circumstances required. It was 
left entirely with the local authority to 
frame its scheme, and there was no 
regulation whatever with a view to bring- 
ing the various schemes into relation 
with one another. There was no desire 
to tryannise over the local authorities, 
but surely it was desirable that the 
experience possessed by the central 
authority as to what had been found to 
work well in one locality should be at 
the service of another locality. He 
therefore submitted that it was much 
better that the schemes should be 
prepared by the local authorities, subject 
to the supervision of the Board of 
Education, in the manner proposed in 
the Bill. 


G 
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W.R., Morley) said that the element 


of schemes was one of the most objection- | 
| administration. 
‘of this kind they left people open to 
| intrigue. 
reference to | 


able in the Bill. There could not be 
found in any other portion of our local 
government a parallel to the present 
proposal. To say, in 
money coming from the public excheqver 
and the local rates, that the money should 
be dealt with by a body composed under 
a scheme approved by the Board of Edu- 
cation, was not only a novel proposal, but 
a very serious innovation in the practice 
of the country in regard to local 
government and the administration of 
public money. No information had yet 
been given as to how the Board of 
Education intended these schemes to be 
worked. He presumed the nomination 
of the minority on these committees 
will lie with other bodies. First of all, 
the County Council would suggest the 
bodies that should have power to nominate 
representatives. It seemed to him that 
that was a means of enabling de- 
nominational and other schools to secure 
an indirect interest in the authority that 
would administer this money. He quite 
agreed that if there were a university 
college in the area it should have its 
representative on the local education 
authority, but that was not all that this 
proposal would do. It would secure that 
a great variety of interests should be 
represented. Besides the denominational 
schools, there would be secondary schools, 
grammar schools, technical schools, and 
any other kind of endowed school that 
happened to exist within the area, all 
wanting to nominate representatives. 
They would obviously go to push the 
interests of their own school. He had no 
doubt that that would be the re<ult of the 
working of the scheme. To whom 
would those people owe their allegiance ? 
Not to the public interest, not to the 
County Council, but to the different 
bodies and schools and boards in the 
area, and they would all push those 
particular interests. If they did not 
they would not be considered to have 
done their duty, and they would not 
find a place on those committees for a 
second time. If they were going to 
have co-option, then the authority 
should be the co-opting authority. They 
should be able to call in those who had 
had experience in university, technical, 
and{jsecondary education, but that they 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, | 


‘and the 
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should have the right of putting on 
their own nominees was an infringement 
upon public responsibility and public 
If they had a scheme 


In fixing this scheme they 
would have hundreds of applications 
setting forth their right to be represented, 
President of the Board of 
Education would have to adjudicate upon 
them, and he did not think the Educa- 
tion Department should have that duty 
to discharge, Why should the Depart- 
ment be called uponto say that this 
school had a right to one, this totwo, 
and another to no representatives at all ? 
It would be impossible for the Depart- 
ment to adjudicate between all these 
interests. But while all these sectarian 
bodies would have this right there would 
be one body that would have no right at 
all, and that body would be those who 
had had experience on School Boards and 
who thoroughly understood School Board 
work. He remembered the hon. 
Gentleman opposite saying that under 
this Bill School Boards would continue 


_to exist except in their corporate and 


financial capacity. He could not 
imagine a body existing that had lost 
those capacities. It seemed to him that 
this was a proposal which would open the 
door to a tremendous amount of back- 
door influence and intriguing of all 
kinds. It was a proposal which would 
do a great deal to withdraw that con- 
fidence in public administration which 
would be given if County Councils were 
left to dotheir work on their own 
responsibility. He should support the 
Amendment. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE thought 
the hon. Member opposite had raised a 
good many points which did not arise on 
this Amendment. He did not think that 
some of his arguments were well-founded, 
because, under the Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act, there had existed for a 
good many years a very strong analogy 
to the bodies proposed to be set up under 
this Bill. Those bodies were doing cx- 
cellent work, and they were constituted 
by the initiative of the County Councils, 
confirmed by a Government Department. 
The County Councils would have full 
power of initiative, and they did not 
anticipate any of the dangers which were 


foreshadowed by hon. Gentlemen oppo-- 
| site. 
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Mr. BRYCE said that he would 
leave it to his hon. friends from Wales 
to deal with the Welsh case. He would 
point out, however, that this Amendment 
raised a very much larger principle 
which could not be dealt with by any 
reference to a special case of that kind. 
The weak point of the Bill was that the 
Government had determined to throw a 
great mass of new and very difficult work 
upon bodies which were already heavily 
loaded, and which had not been elected 
with any view to their educational 
capacity. They had contended from the 
first discussion on this Bill that the 
capital error of the Bill was that it 
destroyed Boards which had been speci- 
ally chosen, and which had acquired 
special knowledge, and they were sub- 
stituting for them a new authority which 
was already fully occupied with other 
work, and which had no special com- 
petence for the new work. The Govern- 
ment, like the sensible men that they 
were, felt the weakness of their own 
scheme. Of course they did not admit 
it, and nobody expected that they would, 
but they felt it all the same, and they had 
determined to try to get rid of this weak- 
ness. The Government’s device for getting 
rid of the difficulty thus created was to 
shift all the work, except the ultimate 
control, from the local authority to the 
committee, and then to constitute the 
committee by putting experts upon it. 
Then, in order to make certain that there 
should be experts, they appointed ex- 
perts by means of this scheme. That was 
not the course that any people who had 
not set out with a determination to extin- 
guish the School Boards would have 
adopted. The Government had inevitably 
been driven to adopt the scheme which 
they had proposed. Nevertheless it did 
not make a good plan, although it might 
be the best way out of the difficulties 
which the Government had imposed upon 
themselves. Let them face the matter 
upon its merits. He thought they might 
consider the merits of the proposal quite 
apart from any predilection of a scheme 
because it came from the Government. He 
admitted that it was desirable to have an 
expert element. [MINISTERIAL laughter. ] 
Hereally did not understand that laughter, 
coming as it did from hon. Members who 
never contributed anything to their 
debates. The expert element was a neces- 
sary element, and tkey all agreed that if 
they could secure experts it would be a 
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good thing to do. So far he was at one 
with the Government, but he believed 
that if they left the matter to the County 
and Borough Councils they would put on 
experts. His own knowledge of County 
and Borough Councils led him to feel 
perfectly certain that they would avail 
themselves of this expert knowledge, and 
endeavour to qualify themselves ie the 
work they had to discharge by obtaining 
the most capable men. The Government 
thought that this must be secured by pro- 
viding by their scheme that experts must 
be puton. But they went further because 
evidently they intended not merely that 
the Council should have power to choose 
its own experts, but also that nominations 
might be made by other persons who were 
to be forced upon the local education 
authority. That was going a very long 
way. His first objection to this course 
was that it was not at all respectful to 
the local authorities themselves. They 
purported to give these powers to the 
local authorities, and then they forced 
upon them persons who were not of their 
own choice. But there was a more 
grievous objection. How could they tell 
who were the persons whom the scheme 
would require to be appointed upon these 
committees? Upon this subject the 
Government had preserved from the first 
an ominous silence, and had not given 
any indication as to whe the persons 
were who would be nominated. They 
saw in the Bill that experts were to be 
appointed by other bodies, and they had 
asked who the other bodies were, but no 
information had been given. They had, 
from other sources, reason to conjecture 
that these other bodies would in some 
cases be bodies representing sectional 
interests, not primarily educational. 
But if they agreed to the scheme 
they would agreeto it in the form 
in which the Government put it forth, 
which was to give to these extraneous 
bodies, of whom the Committee knew 
nothing, the right to select members of 
these committees. If the scheme were to 
be made by the County Council or the 
Borough Council he should not be very 
much afraid. They were, after all, 
popular bodies responsible to the 
electorate, and he was persuaded that 
they would not put on any nominated 
body any person with whom this House 
would be displeased. But where did the 
ultimate voice lie? It lay with the 
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Board of Education. 
posed by a County Council did not meet | 
with the approval of the Board of 


a scheme itself. 


! Sm ROBERT FINLAY: 
sional Order, 


By Provi- 


Mr. BRYCE said the Board of Educa- 
tion 
They all knew what happened under a 
Provisional Order. They all knew that 
there was another House which had as 
much voice as the House of Commons in 
a Provisional Order. 
look on the provision that the scheme 
should be framed by Provisional Order 
as at all adequate. In this matter the 
last voice ought not to lie, as it would 
lie under the Provisional Order plan, 
with the Board of Education. The price 
the Government asked them to pay for 
having experts on these bodies was too 
high. If the Government would say 
what bodies were likely to have the 
nominations that might remove some of 
the distrust with which the proposal was 
now surrounded, but if the scheme was 
to be placed before them as it stood at 
present, he thought they must reject it 
altogether. They must say that Parlia- 
ment should fix the composition of the 
committees, and if Parliament did not do 
so it should be left to the local authority, 
but they could not leave the matter to be 
dealt with by the Board of Education by 
Provisional Order, and then to be pushed 
through the House as a Party measure 
under circumstances that would give no 
opportunity for adequate discussion. 


(6.33.) Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) said the account which the 
right hon. Gentleman had given of the 
genesis of this particular provision was 
quite inaccurate. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had reiterated the old fallacy which 
seemed especially dear to the other side 
of the House—that in School Board 
elections the electors rushed to the poll 
to choose the representatives most educa- 
tionally fit. The real genesis of the 
present difficulty was that the Technical 
Instruction Committees of the County and 
Borough Councils had been doing ex- 
cellent work for the last twelve years. 
The Technical Instruction Committee of 


They could not | 
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If a scheme pro- | 
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exactly according to the scheme of this 
Clause. The majority of its members 


| were members of the Council, and there 
Education, that Board was to make | 


were also representatives of all kinds of 
educational interests. [An Hon. Mem- 
BER: Appointed by outside bodies ?] 


Some of them were appointed by outside 


bodies, among which was the London 
Trades Council. Though he was strongly 


of the opinion that the County and 
would still have the last voice. | 


Borough Councils might be trusted 
gradually to arrive at a satisfactory 
composition of their Education Com- 
mittees, yet the time of the House was 
not wasted in trying to give certain 
indications to the Councils as to what 
the committees should consist of. 
He would give an example which would, 
he thought, appeal strongly to the 
personal feelings of his right hon. friend. 
One of the great misfortunes in the 
com position of these Technical Instruction 
Committees was that so very few of 
them included women. The members of 
County Councils were exclusively males, 
and with regard to the Technical Instruc- 
tion Commitees, with fev exceptions 
they had entirely ignored the desirability 
of having women uponthem. The advice 
of the Board of Education might serve 
to ensure the inclusion of women in the 
Education Committees. The whole com- 
position of the scheme would be left to 
the local authority. It was a great 
mistake for the right hon. Gentleman 
to say that the Board of Education 
could make a scheme and force it upon 
a local authority. He seemed to belittle 
the influence of this House in the matter 
of Provisional Orders. These generally 
passed because they were wholly un- 
opposed, but if an attempt were made to 


foist on a great town like Liverpool or 


Manchester a scheme to which the Council 
objected, he was certain that it would be 
opposed ; and, if opposed, the matter 


/would not be settled, as the right hon. 
Gentleman suggested, by a Party majority. 


It would be settled by a Private Bill 
Committee, who would decide, not on 


|Party grounds, but in such a manner as 


the London County Council had done | 
invaluable service, and it was constituted | | Education, and objected to by one of the 


Mr. Bryce. 


would, in their judgment, 
justice of the case. He would pity his 
hon. friend, the Secretary to the Board 
of Education, if he should at any time 
have the misfortune to defend in this 
House a scheme in a Provisional Order 


which had been proposed by the Board of 


secure the 
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municipal boroughs or a great County | 
Council. He did not think the Bill would | 
have much chance of going through the | 
House if opposed. If there was anything | 
in the scheme to which just objection | 
could be taken, he should think it highly | 
probable that a Committee of this House | 
would reject the Provisional Order. He | 
thought there were certain provisions | 
which might be included in this Clause | 
which would not cripple and impede the | 
Councils, but would give them advice and 
suggestion of an extremely valuable 
character, and assist them in the making 
of a scheme. He hoped that when a 
scheme had been framed it would never 
be interfered with except in the most 
extreme cases. 
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was no scheme ; there was an end to it. 
Then sub-Section 4 went on: “Before 
approving a scheme the Board of Educa- 
tion shall take such measures as may 
seem expedient for the purpose of giving 
publicity to the provisions of the pro- 
posed scheme, and may, if they think 
fit, hold a public inquiry.” What 
position did that put the education 
authority in? And the hon. Gentle- 
man claimed that that was only the 
Education Department making a sug- 
gestion! The public inquiry was, of 
course, to prove that the scheme of the 


| education authority was a bad one. It 
| was obvious that the whole of this was 
| founded on absolute distrust of the local 
authorities. Whyshould not the Govern- 


| ment leave the local authorities to act as 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said | 
that the whole argument of the right 
hon. Gentleman was addressed to the 
action of the County Councils in the. 
matter of technical education. What | 
had been their action? It had been 
satisfactory because it had been done on 
their own responsibility. If these local | 
authorities were good for anything, they 
ought to have the power of making their 
own schemes. Why should those bodies, 
because they had discharged so well and 
so satisfactorily the business for which 
they had been chosen, the moment they | 
embarked on a new business be put under 
the tutelage of another authority? A 
more irrational argument than that of 
the right hon. Gentleman it was impossible 
to conceive. The hon. Gentleman had 
spoken as if this were a suggestion of | 
the Education Department. Suggestion ! 
Why, the Education Department had an 
absolute veto on the scheme of the 
education authority. What was obvious 
was that the Government did not really | 
trust the local authorities. That appeared | 
in every Clause of the Bill. In Clause 8, | 
sub-Section 2, local authorities were put | 
under the control of the Education | 
Department, because they did not trust | 
them. Having allowed the local author- | 
ities to appoint their own Technical 
Instruction Committee, the Government | 
now made any scheme of general education | 
which the local authorities might propose 
subject to the consent of the Education 
Board. The Bill said: “The Education 
Committee constituted in accordance with | 
a scheme made by the Council and approved | 
by the Board of Education.” Well, if the 


Board of Education did not approve there | 


| man called a “ suggestion.” 
io 


_tolarge local bodies. 


they now did through their Technical 
Instruction Committees. Ifthe Education 
Department disapproved of the schemes of 
the Borough Councils or County Councils, 
it was because they thought these bodies 
were unfit to do their duty, and that 
a public inquiry should be held to 
support their views in condemning the 
schemes. That was what the hon Gentle- 
He should 
have used another word for it than 
“suggestion” Then, “Ifascheme under 
this section has not been made by a 
Council, and approved by the Board of 
Education within twelve months after the 
passing of the Act, the Board may, 
subject to the provisions of this Act, 
make a Provisional Order for the purposes 
for which a scheme might have been 
made.” Well, the Education Department 
represented the Government of the day, 
and when they introduced a Provisional 


Order the Government would put it as a 


political question, and very likely a 
religious question, and pass it by means 
of their majority. Then, of course, they 
could carry out that Provisional Order by 
mandamus. A mandamus was a “ sugges- 
tion” to the County Councils or the 
Borough Councils! He maintained that 
the provisions of the Clause were insulting 
Why did not the 
Government trust them in this as in other 
matters ? 


Smrk ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
right hon. Gentleman harped too much on 
the single string of Government distrust 
of the local authorities. There was no 
such distrust. He thought that the argu- 
ments the right hon. Gentleman used in 
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connection with this subject were a good 
deal exaygérated. The right hon. Gentle- 
man seemed to attribute to the local 
authorities a sort of infallibility, and had 
spoken with great feeling that it was an 
insult to hold an inquiry as to whether 
a scheme was a good oné or not. He 
ventured to say that there was not a local 
authority in the country which would not 
repudiate such extravagant language put 
forth by the right hon. Gentleman. The 
local authorities had the good sense to 


know that, after all, they were mortal, | 


and he was quite sure that, so far from 
regarding a public inquiry, where 
they 
bringing forward their views, as 
insult they would welcome it. 

right hon. Gentleman spoke as if the 
section provided that the public inquiry 


was to be held after the decision of the | 


Board of Education. It was nothing of 
the kind. The provision of the section 
was— 

‘Before approving of a scheme, the Board 
of Education shall take such measures as may 
— expedient for the — of giving 
publicity to the provisions of the proposed 
scheme, and may, if they think fit, hold a 
public inquiry.” 

Inquiry was not to follow, but to precede, 
their decision. The right hon. Gentleman 


went on to say that the Board of Educa- | 


tion could carry any Provisional Order 
that they chose to arrive at with almost 
certainty. He ventured to take issue 
with the right hon. Gentleman. The 
right hon. Gentleman knew that with 
reference to any Provisional Order a 
petition might be presented, that peti- 


tion would go before a Committee of this | 


House, and there would be a judicial 
inquiry. 


Str JOHN BRUNNER: And a very 
costly one. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: Whatthe right 
hon.Gentlemansaidwasthat the Provisional 
Order would be carried as of course ; but 
the Order would be sent to a Committee, 
and if that Committee arrived at the 


conclusion that the preamble had not | 


been proved, he ventured to say that no 
Government would, except in the most 
exceptional and special circumstances, 
venture to over-ride the Report of the 
Committee. The procedure was hedged 
round by the highest safeguards, and to 


Sir Robert Finlay. 


{COMMONS} 


would have an opportunity of | 
an | 


The | 
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suggest that these Provisional Orders 
would be run through the House without 
regard to the justice of the matter was a 
mere delusion. On the whole, he sub- 
mitted to the Committee that there must 
be some provision for an inquiry to 
correct any mistakes. If the public 
inquiry revealed defects in the scheme, 
there was nothing to prevent the local 
authority sending up another scheme 
which would embody the improvements 
necessary to correct the weak points dis- 
closed by the inquiry. Under these 
| circumstances, he submitted that the 
provisions of the Bill were adequate. 





| *Sm JOHN BRUNNER said he had 
| listened very carefully to the right hon. 
the Member for Cambridge University, 
and went entirely with him in 
his praise of the work of the County 
Councils and the County Boroughs under 
the Technical Instruction Act. That was 
a matter in which he had taken intense 
| interest since 1889. He had watched the 
proceedings very closely of the Technical 
Instruction Committees in London, 
Liverpool, Manchester, Lancashire, 
Cheshire, and Devonshire ; and when the 
right hon. Gentleman said that the con- 
stitution of the Technical Instruction 
| Committee was the model which had been 


/adopted in this Bill, he quite disagreed 
from him. He thought it was on account 
of the freedom enjoyed by these bodies 
that they did their work so well. This 
Bill was something entirely new to all 
'our local government. In it there was 
no freedom, but only a liberty to propose 
to the Secretary to the Board of Education, 
who would dispose. He desired to see 
local government as thorough and effec- 
tive as possible, and he felt convinced 
|that as more freedom and more power 
‘and greater responsibility was given to 
these authorities, the more effective and 
efficient they would become. It had been 
said that these committees would differ in 
| their method of work. Why should they 
|not ? The Technical Education Committee 
|of London differed materially in their 
| methods and curricula from those of Brad- 
ford or Leeds. Liverpool had not the same 
instruction to give as Manchester. 
| Lancashire and Dorsetshire differed very 
widely, but why should they not? They 
| knew the circumstances and position of 
| those for whom they acted far better than 
| the Board of Education possibly could 
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and the people of Dorsetshire and 
Lancashire were not only satisfied but all 
the better off for the difference in their 
authorities. He asked the Committee 
not to introduce these new-fangled things, 
but to leave the new education authori 
ties as free as the Technical Committees 
were today. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
the Committee ought, before half-past 
7 o'clock, to get down to the words 
“ Board of Education,” and to add the 
proviso which had been agreed upon. 
He hoped the Committee would agree to 
this. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY _ ven- 
tured to think that of all the 
Amendments moved with the ob- 
ject of improving the machinery of 
this Bill, none had been put before the 
Committee so excellent in its purpose as 
the one moved by his hon. friend. His 
hon. friend had truly stated that if it 
was accepted it would get rid of the 
cumbrous procedure of this Bill. This 
Clause was a _ perfect mosaic of 
cumbrous provisions. It was only 
necessary to look at the Clause to see 
the necessity for this Amendment, or one 
of alike character. There were six Sec- 


tions and several sub-Sections, the whole | 


of which were elaborated to carry out in 
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an extremely complicated fashion that 
which could be and had been done in the 
easiest possible manner. The hon. and 
learned Attorney General, in the first of 
his two speeches delivered this evening, 
had described the necessity of the scheme 
for the purpose of affording elasticity, 
but elasticity was the last thing that was 
needed by these committees. What was 
required was uniformity. The hon. 
Member for East Somerset had described 
these committees as compound bodies, 
and had said that in his opinion for the 
creation of these bodies it was absolutely 





necessary to have some scheme. There 
| was no such necessity. These compound 
| bodies already existed in the Technical 
| Instruction Committees and the Library 
| Committees, both of which had done 
| excellent work. As an old member of 
a municipal corporation he entirely 
objected to this outside interference 
with local authorities. It would not 
be welcomed by them, and they could do 
ther business much better without it. 
He thought the simple and easy solution 
of this matter was on the lines of the 
Amendment of his hon. friend, and 
therefore he supported it. 


(7.8.) Question put. 





| The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 241 ; 
| Noes, 119. (Division List No. 478). 


AYES. 





Avg-Gardner, James Tynte Bowles, T. Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Brassey, Albert 
Allhusen,Aug’stusHeoryEden | Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn | Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | Bull, William James 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | Bullard, Sir Harry 
Arrol, Sir William | Butcher, John George 
Atkinson, Rt Hon. John | Carew, James Laurence 
dailey, James (Walworth) | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
sain, Colonel James Robert | Cautley, Henry Strother 
Baird, John George Alexander | Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. 
Balearres, Lord Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Baldwin, Alfred | Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.(A.J.)Manch’r | Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
3alfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
jalfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds) | Chamberlain,RtHnJ A(Wore’r 
Balfour,KennethR.(Christch.) | Chamberlayne, T.(S’tbampton 
Banbury, Frederick George | Chapman, Edward 
Bartley, George C. T. | Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Beckett, Ernest William | Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William | Collwgs, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Bignold, Arthur Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Cox, Irwiu Edward Bainbridge 
3ond, Edward Cranborne, Viscount 
B-scawen, Arthur Griffith- Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dix’n 
Dorington,Rt. Hon.Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas. Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


, Dyke, Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 


Eiliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Felluwes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ.(Manor) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
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Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Go-chen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE W(B’ryS Edi’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, RtHn Lord G.(Mid’x 


Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. | 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd. Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Kt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop) 
Keswick, William 

Law, AudrewBonar(Glasgow) 
Lawrence,SirJ oseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, William F(Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H (Hants.,Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan,Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen, CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud 
Asquith, Rt. Hn.HerbertHenry | 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


Burns, John 


, Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
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Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 


M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey- Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dnwfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Kt Hon. SirFrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Davidd (Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHn. AGreham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholsov, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col.JohoP.(Galway,N.) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. WmRobert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharpe 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sor Cuthbert 





Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry | 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge | 


NOES. 


Cameron, Robert } 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 


| Channing, Francis Allston 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Cremer, William Randal 

| Dalziel, James Henry 

| Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | L 
| Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | Harcourt,Rt.Hon.Sir Willi m 
| Dilke, kt. Hon. Sir Charles) | Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark 
Dunn, Sir William 


Ellis, John Edward 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James Edwards, Frank | 
| 


Burt, Thomas 
Caine, William Sporston 
Caldwell, James | 





| Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
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Ridley,S.Ford(Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thom:on 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehou-e) 
Seely,Maj.J EB. (Isleof Wight) 
Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, Johu Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chicester) 
Talbot.RtHn. J.G.(Oxf’dU niv 
Thornton, a M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuffnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, ColSirC. EH (Shettield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond. RtHn,SirWilliam H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-ColAC. E(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H(Asbton-und Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Worsley-Taylor,Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George: 
Yerburgb, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Sir Alexander Aclanid- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 


Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 


| Grey,Rt. Hon.Sir E. (Berwick) 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon, Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Fre lerick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C- 
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Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Leese, SirJ osephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
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Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 


| Pickard, Benjamin 
| Price, Robert John 


Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reid,Sir R. Threshie(Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 


' Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 


| Runciman, Walter 


M‘Laren,Sir Charles Benjamin | 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 


Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 


| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Shipman, Dr John G. 
Sinciair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
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Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas,DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J.A. (G’mrg’n, Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, ThomasUourtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson,Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wovdhouse,SirJ T(Hudder-f'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 





Ty 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The next two 
Amendments seem to raise the same 


Spencer, RtHn.C. R(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 


point, and the next, standing in the | 
name of the right hon. Baronet the | 
Member for the Forest of Dean, ought | 


to have come in sub-Section’ 2, sub- 
Section (.) 


*Sir WILLIAM 


insert, after the words 


ANSON moved to | 
“Board of | 


Education,” the following proviso :— | 


“Provided always that, if a Council | 
| STANDING ORDER 56—PROCEDURE ON 


having powers under Part II. only of 
this Act, determine that an Education 
Committee is unnecessary in their case, 
it shall not be obligatory on them to 
appoirft such a committee.” 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he thought | 


the Committee ought to bave time to con- 
sider this proviso. There was a feeling on 
both sidesthat something of this kind should 
be done. He rather favoured the sugges- 
tion that these small bodies should not be 
allowed to appoint a committee at all. 
If they were given the power they were 
very likely to exercise it, and what the 
Committee had now t decide was 
whether it was desirable that thesesmall 
Councils all over the country should have 
the power to appoint a committee. He 
did not think the Government would be 
wise in forcing this proviso through 
without some further discussion. 


The Amendment was agreed to. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. ’ 





Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again Tomorrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 





THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 

The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means from this 
Evening’s Sitting. 


SETTING UP SUPPLY FOR ‘* ADDI- 
TIONAL ESTIMATES.” 
(9.0.) On the Order for going into 
Committee of Supply, 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee), as a point of order, asked the 
Speaker’s ruling on the question whether 
a Motion for going into Supply should be 
put from the Chair, seeing that within the 
sense of Standing Order 56 this was going 
into Supply for the first time. He did 
not know that it would give riseto any 
debate, but as the present procedure 
was admittedly exceptional and unpre- 
cedented, it was desirable to have a 
ruling uponit. Standing Order 56 pre- 
scribed that whenever Committee of 
Supply stood as the Order of the Day 
the Speaker should leave the Chair 
without putting any Question, unless on 
first going into Supply on the Army, 
Navy and Civil Service Estimates re- 
spectively. He submitted that. Supply 
having been closed and having been re- 
opened by the Resolution of the House 
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on the preceding evening, they were now | the full extent of the misery and devasta- 
going into Supply on the Civil Service | tion in South Africa. We are bound by 
Estimates for the first time in the sense | every obligation to do all we can for the 
of the Standing Order, and that conse-| purpose not of restoring the country to 
quently the question ought to be put | its former prosperity—that would not be 
from the Chair. | practicable—but to enable the population 
: |to settle down and recommence their 

Mr. SPEAKER: I have considered | industries, chiefly agricultural, with some 
the question, and I have come to the | prospect of them:elves bringing back the 
conclusion that the present exceptional | eountry to its formercondition. I believe 
occasion is not going into Committee of | that our hope of reconciling the inhabi- 
Supply for the first time in the sense/tants to British rule will in a large 
contemplated by the Standing Order. | measure depend on the generosity of 
I cannot twice in the same session | this country. If we are to look forward 
leave the Chair for the first time. to ther becoming contented citizens in 
SUPPLY the future, we must not merely try to 

oy F =, - get them to forget, by ourselves forgetting, 
Considered in Committee :— the causes of the quarrel, but we must 
P also get them to recognise that our rule 

(In the Committee.) is ph whem ae as on are wealthy. 

[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the It rests ie _ ye oy to them that we 
Chair. ] possess qualities which would make them 
value us as fellow-subjects, and I think 

CIVIL SERVICES (1902-3) ADDITIONAL | that nothing better could be done in that 
ESTIMATE. direction than to show this liberal spirit. 

Very scanty information as to the condi- 
tion of these countries has been published 
£8,000,000, Transvaal and Orange jn the Press or in the Blue-books. There 
River Colony. was, I know, about a year ago, a despatch 


: . | issued, in which Lord Milner described 
Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries the crippled state of the agricultural 


Burghs) : [havenotthe slightest intention districts, and compared them with a 
of offering any opposition to the Vote. desert. For six months after that Blue- 
On the contrary, my feeling is that this is hook was issued the war went on, and it 
the most proper course that could be jg not difficult to imagine that the misery 
adopted, apart from the constitutional and devastation thereby caused sub- 
question as to the method with which the stantially increased the trouble. I hope we 
Vote has been brought forward. I think | shall be told, in the course of this even- 
myself that the Government will require ing’s debate, what has been done—and I 
to make a further demand on the liberality hope a great deal has been done—to 
of the House and the country for the | alleviate this state of affairs. But we do 
purposes for which this Vote was pro- | not know all. There has been no authori- 
posed. Very likely at present there tative statement as to it, and the infor- 
would be no advantage in asking for a mation coming through the Press has been 

rger sum than the Chancellor of the | extremely meagre. I think that the 
éxchequer proposes, but hereafter I feel House, while quite right in voting, as I 
confident more will be required, and I for hope it will do, this money, ought to be 
my part shail not hesitate to accede to | informed what the true condition was at 
the demand of the Government if they the conclusion of peace, and what steps 
come forward hereafter and ask for a_ have been taken, and with what success, 
larger sum of money. Although I have for the purpose of restoring the prosperity 
no: risen for the purpose of offering any f these countries, of replenishing the 
opposition, I do want to say a very few stock, and of rebuilding and repatriating the 
words which I believe to be absolutely People to their farms. I think we ought 
necessary. It would be useless entering °° know, sit other things, what is the 
upon old stories, or to revive past con- number of persons still in the concentra- 
troversie: with regard to the causes of tion camps—the number of men, women, 
the situation now existing, but I believe and children. Iam told—I hope I may 
that the country is not at all apprised of , be mis-informed—that there are still a 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


Cuass V. 
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large number there. I think we ought 
also to know what has been done in the 
.way of bringing back the prisoners of 
war, and whether there is still any sub- 
stantial number remaining in exile. 

There is one other point to which I should 
like to refer. When asum of £500,000 
was voted a year ago, the application 
of it was, I think, left rather at large, 
and I do not know that there was any 
specific appropriation of it toany particular 
object. I gather from the despatches of 
Lord Milner that out of that £500,000, 
£400,000 has been spent in the purchase 
of farms which were in the market, with 
a view to carrying out a scheme of settle- 
ment. Ido not think we are informed 
whether any portion of this present Vote 
can be applied to any such purpose as 
that, and T hepe we shall be told whether 
it is intended to spend any of the grant 
in buying land with a view to a scheme 
of immigration. I do not intend to 
discuss that at any length, but I 
have been very much alarmed in 
reading the despatches of Lord Milner 
on this question of immigration and of 
putting British immigrants in possession 
of farms thus purchased. It must be 
remembered that a great many of the 
Boers who have lately been in arms 
against us have large farms. A ver 
considerable number of them are held 
under mortgage, and, of course, during 
the three years that the war lasted 
payments have fallen into arrear, and 
the farmers may be liable to foreclosure 


at the instigation of those who lent the , 


money. What I want to say is this. 
If there isa real market in which farms 
are genuinely offered, spontaneously and 
voluntarily, I can quite understand the 
policy of buying them with a view of 
satisfying some obligation that we con- 
tracted with those who went out to fight 
our battle. But what I would deprecate 
in the strongest possible manner is any- 
thing in the nature of taking advantage 
of the present necessities of these men, 
either by buying their mortgages or by 
the refusal of grants and pressing them 
to part with their land, or still more, 
using compulsory powers for the purpose 
of depriving them of a portion of their 
land. Lord Milner, in one of his des- 
patches, suggests that in the case of a 
man with 5,000 acres, it might be legiti- 
mate to make him sell 4.000 acres, giving 
him, of course, the full market price, 
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| with a view tothe new plan of settlement. 
|I cannot imagine anything more disas- 
trous than such a policy. If you do that 
| you will, I think, to begin with, violate 
the terms of settlement, which prescribe 
that these men shall not be deprived of 
their property. Even if you have the 
right to do it under the terms of settle- 
ment, you could not undertake a more 
fatal or more disastrous policy. There 
is no means of reconciling these people 
‘except by endeavouring to replace 
‘them in their full proprietary rights 
and giving them assistance, so far as 
you can, in re-instating them in their 
holdings. These are the observations I 
wished to make, and I have only this to 
say in conclusion. I have, as every hon. 
Member knows, most strongly opposed 
the policy of the Colonial Secretary. I 
hope, however, that it may prove to be 
in the event a policy true and wise. I 
think it is our duty now to do every- 
thing we can to restore kindly feeling 
between our late enemies and ourselves, 
and, above all things, for that purpose 
it is essential not only to be just, not 
‘only to refrain from interfering with 
their property for the sake of any wild 
schemes that may be brought forward 
for immigration and settlement, but also 
to show that we are really desirous 
to be generous and to assist them in 
every way we can for the purpose of 
restoring prosperity to these colonies. 


| *Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (Westmin- 
| ster) said he desired to make some re- 
marks on the question of land settlement 
|in South Africa. He had always felt 
that there was but one key to the solu- 
tion of the South African problem—the 
problem which this war had left behind it, 
still unsolved and still fraught with great 
possibilities of Imperial gain and Imperial 
‘loss. He had always felt that the key was 
to be found in a large scheme of irrigation 
and colonisation. He must ask the per- 
mission of the House to make one or two 
remarks of a personal character, and he 
did so with the less hesitation because 
those remarks would show that he was 
adhering to his rule only to intrude upon 
the House on subjects of which he had 
some personal knowledge or with which 
he had some personal connection. Five 
years ago he engaged in a project of irri- 
gation in the North West Territory of 
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-Canada, a project which had been recog- 
nised by the Canadian Government as 
one of great importance and as forming 
the cradle of a new population for that 
vast and almost uninhabited country. 
From this experience he could put the 
financial aspect of the question into a 
nut-shell. Land which was practically 
unsaleable —they could not sell it for 
half a dollar per acre, at any rate— 
they had been selling from the first 
introduction of this irrigation project at 
from ten to fifteen dollars per acre, and it 
only cost three dollars per acre to irrigate 
it. The population was increasing by 
thousands. The problem they had to 
deal with was similar, in its main features, 
to that which now existed in South Africa. 
It was true it did not involve those poli- 
tical or Imperial considerations which, 
for his part, he thought made the South 
African problem far more pressing. It 
was true also that the physical conditions 
of the country were different to those 
which existed in South Africa, where it 
was imperative that any large scheme of 
irrigation should be undertaken by the 
State and the State only. In Southern 
Alberta there was a vast territory which 
was quite useless for the purpose of culti- 
vation and was practically uninhabited. 
By the introduction, however, of water 
they had converted it into a country 
where a farmer could live and keep him- 
self and family in comparative prosperity 
on 150 acres of land, to which he could 
add, if he liked, a portion of the hinter- 
land of their water system for the purposes 
of ranching. The same conditions existed 
in South Africa and the same beneficent 
change could be effected there. He pro- 
posed to trouble the House with a some- 
what detailed explanation, because he 


thought the comparison between the two 


cases was a pretty close one. They sold 
tne land with the water right attached 
toit; the purchase money had to be 
paid back in ten annual instalments, 
and, until it was so paid, the settler did 
not receve his title. The purchase 
money covered the original cost of irriga- 


tion and the profits of the undertaking. | 


In addition to the water right there 
was the water rental—so much per acre 
per year—which was retained in the 
hands o the central authority for 
maintenac e and income. In South 
Africa the State would stand in the 
position of the central authority until 


Mr. Burdett-Coutts. 


{COMMONS} 
'the whole of the purchase money had 
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been paid back by the settler, when 
the whole property in the under. 


'taking—water, land, irrigation works 
and all — could pass to the freeholders 


under the same system as was practised 
in some of the Western States of America, 
For the purpose of constructing their 
irrigation works they used the labour of 
those whom they intended to become 
settlers, and they paid them—— 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN; Order, 
order! I think the hon. Gentleman is 
going rather far away from the Vote. 
It is not a Vote given for the purposes 
of irrigation ; it is a Vote given to those 
who are already settled in South Africa, 
and who have suffered from the war. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS : Of course, 
Sir, I cannot dispute your ruling. | 
understood that the £500,000 already 
granted to Lord Milner was part of this 
Vote. As I desired to confine my 
remarks to the question of irrigation 
and land settlement, I think I had better 
bring them to a conclusion and leave it 
for another occasion. But'I should like 
to take your ruling whether I am not in 
order in suggesting that some of the 
money to be spent in resettling those 
who are’ now in South Africa should be 
spent on the lines I have indicated. 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : This is 
a Vote of money for necessaries for those 
in South Africa, and I think it would be 
rather remoteto go into the question of 
water supply. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: My argu- 
ment was that irrigation is one of 
the most pressing necessities of South 
Africa. Am I not entitled to put that 
forward ? 


Stk WILLIAM HARCOURT: As a 
point of order, 1 would ask whether this 
money can be applied to any purpose 
other than that of the restoration of the 
burghers to their homes, and to supply 
them with any necessaries that may be 
required. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: And may 
I remind you, Sir, and the right hon. 
Gentleman as well, that the Secretary of 


State for the Colonies, in his speech last 
\ 
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July, upon this question, distinctly stated | 
that the subject of land settlement, and, | 
| believe, of irrigation, would come under | 
discussion when this vote was taken in | 
the Autumn Session. | 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Not! 
the three millions. 


Supply—Civil 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I donot 

think the hon. Gentleman would be in 
order in discussing that question on this | 
particular Vote. I must adhere to the 
terms of the Vote on the Paper. 


(9.30.) *Strm WILLIAM HARCOURT 
I want to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee especially to head No. 3 of the Vote 
(“Sum required for loans to be advanced 
by the Colonial Governments to supple- | 
ment the grants under 1 and 2, such 
loans to be repayable as provided in the 
terms of surrender — £3,000,000”). I 
spoke last night on the subject of 1 and 
2—£3,000,000 for free grants to burghers 
and £2,000,000 for grants to other 
persons in respect of war losses in the 
two colonies. There was some discussion 
of the nature of these grants. I have 
studied again the terms of surrender, and 
how any person reading these terms 
could for a moment have doubted that 
these were free grants which were to 
come out of the British Exchequer [ 
cannot conceive. The words of the 
surrender are these :— 

‘“‘His Majesty’s Government will place at 
the disposal of these commissions a sum of 
£3,000,000 for the above purposes ”— 
that is, for the purpose of the restoration 
of the people to their homes, who owing 
to the war losses are unable to provide 
themselves with food and shelter. It is 
indispensable to the resumption of their 
normal occupations. That is the object 
of the free gift. There is to be placed 
at the disposal of these commissions 
a sum of £3,000,000, and further to 
identify it it is said “in addition to 
the above mentioned free grant of 
£3,000,000.” That is to make it quite 
clear that it was a free grant without any 
connection with any loan at all. It wasa 
free gift by the British people out of 
their taxation. That seems to me so 
clear that I cannot conceive how anybody 
could ever entertain a doubt about it; 
but it seems to have been so misunderstood 
by the Government that when they 
announced this £3,000,000 they gave an 
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assurance that it would be repaid by a 
loan levied on the Transvaal. That 
appears to have been an extraordinary 
misapprehension by the Government of 
the terms of the surrender to which they 
themselves had been a party. A state« 
ment was made by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on June 4th, which I at the 
time earmarked. He said— 

**It is clearly understood that these 
£3,000,000 are to be advanced from the 
British Exchequer and repaid by a loan on 
the Transvaal, and, if so, it seems to me a 


| sound and reasonable transaction to give the 
| money at once when it is wanted by advance, 


and have it repaid by a loan afterwards when 
it is convenient to levy that loan.” 

That was the clear understanding. I, 
following the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said— 

“The arrangement, then, is this. The 
£3,000,000 is to be advanced from the British 
Exchequer and is to be repaid by a loan upon 
the Transvaal.” 

That was accepted, and so we proceeded, 
and never was there a word said until 
this Vote was put forward on a totally 
different basis. That, of course, has 
upset the whole arrangements of the 
finance as they were announced at the 
end of the last meeting of Parliament. 
At the time the Colonial Secretary spoke, 
on July 29th, there was no statement of 
any other view on the subject at all. 
The result of that was that we received 
the amended Budget with the express 
statement on the printed paper that there 
would be available nearly £6,000,000 out 
of the Budget for the reduction of the 
British Debt. Of course this new paper 
that has come forward entirely upsets 
that financial result, because, whereas in 
the Paper presented on June 9th it was 
stated that out of the loan of £30,000,000 
raised this year there would be left a sum 
of nearly £6,000,000 which would be so 
applicable, now the result of the Vote we 
are going to give tonight will be that out 


of this £6,000,000, £5,000,000 will 
have been removed from the _ office 
of reducing the British Debt. I do 


not object to that; but I say it is a 
very unfortunate circumstance that the 
Government should have so misappre- 
hended their own arrangement that they 
should have held forth ever since last 
June to the country that their financial 
arrangements would enable them to 
reduce the Debt of the British taxpayer 
by about £6,000,000, whereas, in point 
of fact, it is now discovered that their 
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arrangements require them to take| were always wrong and the pessimists 
almost the whole of that £6,000,000 and | always turned out right. That that has 
apply it to the purposes of the restora- | been so in the last three years nobody can 
tion of the ravages made by the war in | deny. Ido not know whether the right 
South Africa, and that they are not to | hon. Gentleman is going to say tonight that 
be recouped by a loan as was then held | he thinks this devastated country can be 
forth, so that ultimately the British | restored at a cost of £3,000,000. I do 
taxpayer would recover the money he Ot think it can. - I am pessimist enough 
had advanced. That is one of the most | to say that I do not think £3,000,000 
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extraordinary, in my experience, financial 
misapprehensions formed by a Govern- 
ment of a convention of which they 
themselves are the authors. Reading 


the document of surrender over again, | 


it is utterly unintelligible to me how 


any statesman of ordinary intelligence | 


could have arrived at the conclusion 
that this was not to be a free grant. I 
do not object to its being a free gift. It 
has been promised by the Government, 
and it is wanted—and I think a great 
deal more than £5,000,000 will be wanted 
—for the purpose of repairing the ravages 
of this war. My opinion is that very 
likely peace, before we have restored the 
country, will have cost us much as did 
the war. 


THe SECRETARY orSTATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. 
What ! £228,000,000 ? 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: [he 
right hon. Gentleman is one of those 
who told us that the war was going to 
cost us £10,000,000. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I never 
committed myself to anything like that. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Well, 
we know the calculations that were 
made of the probable cost of the war, 
and we know the estimates that were 
made of the number of troops that 
would probably be required. Therefore, 
the right hon. Gentleman will forgive 
me if | do not regard him as infallible 
on these subjects. 1 remember some 
time ago, at the beginning of the war, 
expressing a very different opinion of 


its probable cost and of the probable | 


force that would be required, and the 


right hon. Gentleman very amiably told | 
me that he was an optimist and that I | 


J. CHAMBERLAIN) : | 


| will restore the condition of South Africa 
|as it is at present. Therefore I am not 
| the person to object to this country and 
'South Africa, the Transvaal and the 
| Colonies, and even the favoured owners 
|of the gold mines, contributing to that 
cost, whatever it may be. It is a dis- 
appointment to me, no doubt, that I find 
| that the owners of the gold mines are not 
to contribute, as we were told they were 
to contribute under the loan, to any part 
of this money we are going to vote 
tonight ; but as the Government has 
promised it shall be given by us without 
any return, it should be, and it is quite 
right that that sum of £5,000,000 should 
be given, not only £3,000,000 to the 
Dutch, but also, of course, to those who 
are not Dutch, to British subjects and 
subjects of other nations who have suffered 
in the war. 


Therefore I do not object to No. 1 and 
No. 2, but I may be permitted to express 
my disappointment that we are not to be 
recouped that money ultimately, as was 
promised by the Government in June 
last. However, that cannot be helped. 
The Government were under a delusion 


/upon the subject, and, of course, the 


promise must be fulfilled as it was made. 
But I desire to express my opinion that 
a great deal more than £5,000,000 will 
be required for the purposes which are 
named in Clauses 1 and 2 of this Vote. 
At the time of the surrender the sum of 
£3,000,000 was accompanied by a state- 
ment that, in addition to the free grant 
of £3,000,000, 

“His Majesty's Government would be pre- 
pared to make advances on loan for the same 
purposes free of interest for two years, aud 
afterwards repayable over a period of years 
with 3 per cent. interest. No foreigner or rebel 
will be entitled to the benetit of this Clause.” 


The loan spoken of there is not a 
loan to be raised by the English 
Government or by the Gevernment of 
the Transvaal. The loan there is to 


was a pessimist. Theonly reply I thought | small people to whom the money is lent, 


it necessary to make was that I was 
sorry to say that the 


Sir William Harcourt 


optimists | 


and who are to repay it on those terms. 
But this loan reappears in Clause 3, in 


~ 
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which the sum “required for loans to be 
advanced by the Colonial Government” 
But I find nothing in the 
terms of the surrender to say that it is 
the Colonial Government who are to 
advance these loans. I do not know 
whether the Government are in the same 
haze upon this subject as they were upon 
the £3,000,000, as to who is to advance 
these loans. I find nothing in the terms 
of surrender corresponding to this state- 
ment— 


“The loans promised by the terms of sur- 
render are to be mad by the Colonial Govern- 
ment out of their own funds.” 


That is the translation of the words— 


‘‘In addition to the above-named free grant 
of £3,000,000, His Majesty’s Government will 
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. be prepared to make advances on loan.” 


I do not know what view the Colonial 
Government will take on the subject. 
They may say, apparently with great 
truth, on reading the terms of sur- 
render, that, as the free grant was to 
come from the British Exchequer, so 
the loans are to come from the British 
Exchequer, and, therefore, you may 
have exactly the same muddle over this 
question of the loans that you have had 
over the question of the free grant. 

Now, let us go on, because the terms 
of this Vote have no correspondence 
whatever to the terms of surrender. 

‘‘ The present provision is required merely as 

atemporary advance to enable those Govern- 
ments to proceed with the loans until such 
time as the necessary funds can be raised on 
their own, behalf.” 
That is a clear statement that these 
loans are, unlike the Free Grant, to be 
a really temporary advance, and that 
the loans are to be charged on the 
Colonies. That may be so. Of course 
that is a favourable arrangement to the 
British taxpayer, but will it turn out to 
be well founded ? 

‘The amount so advanced will be 1 way by 
the colonies out of the proceeds of the first 
loan raised by them.” 

That is exactly the arrangement that 
was pro.nised in respect of the free 
gift. I can find nothing in the terms 
of surrender which makes the loan 
stand on a different footing, or would 
prevent the Colonial Government say- 
ing, “ You undertook the loan as you 
undertook the free gift.” That is a 
point that ought to be cleared up. I 
understand that the Boers objected to 
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{the £3,000,000 being placed on the 


Transvaal. I can understand that, be- 
cause they will be resident in the Trans- 
vaal, and would have to pay their share 
of the interest on the loan. i say also. 
that, as there is nothing in the terms 
of surrender to place the loan on a 
different footing from the free gift, 
they are entitled to say to the Govern- 
ment, “ As you were mistaken about 
the free gift, you may be also mistaken 
about the loan.” 

As to the loan itself, | do not think 
it is too large. Indeed, I think it is a 
great deal too small, having regard to 
the miserable condition of the Colonies 
which require instant repair. From 
what I can gather these £3,000,000 
will be—I will not say a mere drop in 
| the ocean — but certainly they will be 
quite insufficient to piace the burghers 
in a position to carry on the industry. 
I do not ask the amount of the loan 
you are to guarantee ; I know that will 
be a subject of careful consideration 
by tne Colonial Secretary, who, we are 
glud to know, is going to inquire into 





the matter on the spot. For my part. 
/I should be glad if the Colonial Secre- 
|tary had a much larger sum at his 
disposal for the purpose, if necessary, 
of restoring the condition of the country 
which has been devastated by the war. 


Sir H. MEYSEY - THOMPSON 
(Staffordshire, Handsworth) said he would 
not follow the right hon. Gentleman in 
the question of who had been right or 
wrong in the past; all he was concerned 
about was that the money now to he 
voted should be so expended that we 
obtained our money’s worth from the 
Colonies in the future. The reward we 
hoped for from the vast expenditure 
incurred in the war, and the sacrifice of 
so many lives, was a happy and _pros- 
perous South Africa. The country could 
not be happy without being prosperous, 
and the object which should be aimed at 
in the spending of the money was to 
assure that prosperity. He believed the 
'one thing absolutely necessary was a 
| plentiful supply of labour at a not too 
| prohibitive cost. 
| Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton), 
rising to a point of order, asked whether 
it was in order to raise the question of 
labour in the mines. 
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*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said he 
understood the hon. Baronet to refer to 
labour on the land. If, however, he pro- 
posed to deal with the question of labour 
in the mines he should be obliged to rule 
his remarks out of order. 


Sik H. MEYSEY-THOMPSON said 
that in that event he should conclude his 
remarks. The whole of his argument 
was intended to show how some of the 
money could be got back by ensuring a 
supply of labour in the mines. 


*Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: If the 
hon. Baronet proposes to deal with the 
question of labour in the mines, I shall 
be obliged to rule the discussion out of 
order. 


Sir H. MEYSEY-THOMPSON said 
that in that event he should conclude his 
remarks. The whole of his argument 
was intended to show how some of the 
money could be got back by ensuring a 
supply of labour in the mines. 


(9.55.) Mr. LABOUCHERE said he 
had no objection to the debate taking 
that line, but he wished simply to obtain 
a ruling from the Chair as to whether 
they might take that line or not. He 
thought it would be unjust to levy 
the £3,000,000 on the Transvaal, and 
he agreed with his right hon. friend the 
Member for West Monmouth that the 
amount of the loan was too small. He 
knew perfectly well that they could not 
now move an addition, but he thought 
he might move an Amendment on the 
ground that this sum was too small. 
He was not prepared to move a reduction 
of £100 in order to establish that view, 
but he would ask the Colonial Secretary 
to take into consideration what had 
really been going on in the Transvaal. 
It was generally admitted that that 
country was an absolute desert. What 
was happening at the present moment 
they really could not judge of from the 
information which they received in the 
newspapers. The wildest and most con- 
tradictory statements as to the condition 
of South Africa were made on both sides. 
According to the official statement, only 
400 farms had been burnt, but General 
De Wet declared that the ravaged farms 
numbered as many as 30,000. This was 
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considering what amount they ought to 
give to these unfortunate burghers, they 
should distinctly know what the informa- 
tion of the Colonial Secretary was at 
the present time on the subject, and 
whether the devastation really was s0 
great as had been stated by the Boer 
generals, whose statements were certainly 
believed by a very large number of 
persons. With reference to the£2,000,000 
he noticed that it was to be given to 
‘other persons.” He supposed that 
meant those who were not engaged in 
war against us, but he desired to know 
if the mine owners were included in 
“ other persons.” 


He should like the Colonial Secretary 
to tell them who were the “other 
persons.” ‘There were losses incurred by 
large and small mine owners, and he 
wished to know if the Colonial Secretary 
included them in “other persons.” He 
wished to know if the losscs incurred by 
the mining companies in any sort of way, 
either directly or indirectly, were to be re- 
couped out of this 2,000,000? Another 
question he would ask was when it was 
spoken of as ‘other persons,” did it 
merely mean the people in the Transvaal 
and the Orange River Colony who had 
suffered losses, or did it include the people 
in Cape Colony and Natal? If it did 
include Cape Colony and Natal he did 
not think they ought to be included, 
because they were self-governing Colonies, 
and if they had sustained any losses 
owing to the war, those losses ought to 
be paid by the inhabitants of Natal and 
Cape Colony. The £3,000,000 was 
undoubtedly necessary, but he regretted 
that there had been delays already in 
providing this money for the Boers. He 
thought it was a pity that the money 
was not at once voted last session and 
applied immediately to the purpose to 
which it was pledged by the treaty. It was 
stated that this money would form part 
of a Joan to the Transvaal and the Orange 
River Colony. He supposed that Natal 
and Cape Colony were not included. 
This loan would be a Colonial loan in 
the sense that the Colonies would be 
responsible for the payment of the 
interest, but this country would have to 
guarantee the loan. It would be interest- 
ing to know what the amount of the 
loan would be.. He thought this point 
was in order, because they were told 
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that this would be part and parcel of the | 


Joan. He wanted to know what amount 
the Transvaal would be able to pay. 
Perhaps the Colonial Secretary would 


tell the Committee whether the large | 


force of constabulary was to be 


maintained by this country, what the | 


amount of the cost of the excess in 
the Army in South Africa due to the 
war—over and above what the Army was 





before the war—would be, and whether | 


it would be paid by this country? 
Broadly he wished to have the right 
hon. Gentleman’s own opinion as to 
what the cost of the administration of 
the new Colonies, inclusive of the police 
force, would be. He was sorry that the 
hon. Member for Westminster was not 
in order, because he should have had 
much pleasure in making some observa- 
tions on his statement. The hon. 
Gentleman was not his Member, aithough 
he was one of the hon. Member for 
Westminster's constituents, but, while he 
entirely disagreed with him, he must 
congratulate the hon. Member upon 
having been in an exceedingly good 
business. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS rose to a 
point of order, and asked if the hon. 


Member for Northampton was in order | 


in pursuing the very subject for discuss- 
ing which he himself had been ruled 
out of order. 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. Member will not be in order in 
pursuing that subject. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said he would 
not pursue the subject, and all he wished 
to do was simply to congratulate the 
hon. Gentleman. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) said he wished to ask the 
Colonial Secretary a question in regard 
to the second item on the Paper. He 
wished to know if the money was going 
to be confined entirely to the Orange 
River Colony and the Transvaal, or 
whether any part of it would be applied 
to persons in Natal and Cape Colony. It 
was exceedingly difficult very often to 
tell where war losses had been actually | 
incurred, but they knew that very con- 
siderable losses had been sustained by 


the loyalists in Cape Colony and Natal, | 
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and it was very important that they 
should know if they would be entitled to 
share in this grant of £2,000,000. 
Another question he wished to put was 
as to how the sum of £2,000,000 would 
be allocated. He desired to know 
whether all persons would have a right to 
go before the courts and make their 
claims, or would the disposal of this 
sum be left entirely in the hands of Lord 
Milner. He would only say one word in 
regard to the £3,000,000 granted to the 
burghers. He thought all persons who 
looked at this matter from an impartial 
point of view would say that this was an 
exceedingly generous sum to give them. 
Whether it was enough or not it was 
quite impossible to say. He had taken 
considerable pains to find out how much 
would be necessary, but no exact calcula- 
tion could be made to show what amount 
would be required to assist the burghers 
of the late Republics in the restoration of 
their homes. No doubt there would be 
ample opportunity of spending £8,000,000 
or any other sum, but he thought 
£3,000,000 was an exceedingly generous 
allowance. He wished to point out that 
the issuing of this lean at 3 per cent. 
interest was about half the interest at 
which sums were advanced in the Trans- 
vaal and the Orange River Colony ; 
therefore he thought that this was again 
a very generous contribution to the two 
Republics. It was greatly to be regretted 
that some parts of the two colonies were 
in a state of devastation, but that was 
absolutely inevitable from the war, and it 
must not be forgotten that the war was 
not caused by us, and therefore this 
country was being very generous indeed 
in granting these sums from Imperial 
funds for those purposes. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said that he did not rise to 
oppose the Vote which was at present 
before the Committee, but he wished to 
complain that the Colonial Secretary had 
not given them the information to which 
they were entitled, considering that the 
British taxpayers had to find this money, 
and it would have to be paid from British 
funds. Only that afternoon he asked 
how much of the free grant to burghers 
had been issued, and he was told that the 
sum already distributed amounted to 
£1,500,000. He also asked upon what 
system the grant had been distributed, 
but he did not receive any information 
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upon this point at question time, and all | than the full value of all the horses, mules, 
oxen, and waggons, and that they were 


he was told was that the money 
had been issued under Article 10 
of the terms of peace. He _ hoped | 


the right hon. Gentleman would now be 
able to tell them something in regard to 


the principles upon which these amounts | 


had been distributed in the Transvaal and 
the Orange River Colony. He understood 


sold to the Repatriation Board for the 
sum which he had placed upon them. It 
was also stated that the Repatriation Board 


| had come to a standstill on account of 


that this money had been credited to. 


them, and the burghers were held to be 
debtors to the Government for those 
amounts. 


| belonged to the military authorities. 


If that were so the amount of | 


book-keeping that would be entailed by | 


those transactions would be something 
enormous. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to tell them 
how many burghers had been repatriated, 


and how many had received the benefit | 


of half the sum which was to be devoted 
to their repatriation. He also wished to 
know how much money out of this fund 
had been paid to the military for the 
animals which they had supplied. He 
understood thatsomething like £1,000,000 
had been paid to the military authorities 
for the horses, mules, and the oxen which 
they had supplied. He should like to 
know whether they had been overpaid 
for them or not. He had heard that the 
prices charged by the military for those 
animals in the Transvaal were exorbitant, 
and in some places many animals were 
sold by public auction that were diseased, 
and they were the means of spreading 
disease. At Bloemfontein 
complaint was made that horses with 


very great. 


glanders had been sold by the military | 


to the burghers, and a few days after- 
wards those very same horses had to be 
destroyed by order of the civil authorities, 
and consequently that caused a great deal 
of dissatisfaction amongst the local pur- 
chasers. 
military authority sold horses with 
glanders did hon. Gentlemen opposite 
think that this would not cause dissatis- 
faction, especially when they had to have 


[ MINISTERIAL laughter.] If the | 


the exorbitant prices put upon these 
| animals by the military authorities, because 


practically the whole of the transport of 
the country at the close of the war 
He 
wished to know whether those statements 
were correct or not, because if they were 
incorrect the military authorities ought 
to be cleared from that imputation. There 
had undoubtedly been a_ considerable 
amount of delay in giving out the cattle 
and stocking the burghers with oxen, 
mules, and waggons, and also with seed 
corn because the season for sowing in the 
Transvaal and the Orange River Colony 
had just passed and if the seed corn had 
not been supplied in time, of course the 
burghers would have nothing upon which 
to maintain themselves during the next 
year. This had been a subject of great 
complaint, because it would create a vhrift- 
less class who would remain in the 
concentration camps, subsisting upon the 
free rations provided by the Government. 
Of course it was very easy to criticise 
these matters, but he did not wish in the 
least to criticise too severely anything 
which had been done by the Repatriation 
Board, because he was aware that if they 
had to distribute this money in kind and 
create the organisation for this, there 
must be a great deal of dissatisfaction. 
Hetrusted that, when theright hon. Gentle- 


/man went over to South Africa, he wouid 


see that as mary Boers as possible were 
placed in a position to help themselves 
to earn their own living instead of 
remaining in the concentration camps. 
There were at present a large number 
of horses in the hands of the military 
authorities which were not being used, 


' and these would have been a great benefit 


those horses destroyed by order of the | 


civil government without compensation ? 
Those people naturally looked upon it as 
sharp practice that diseased animals were 
sold to them which had afterwards to be 
destroyed. 


| was devastated. 


to the burghers had they been distributed. 
He could not help feeling great apprehen- 
sion as to the feelings of the burghers 
when they cxme back to a country which 
There was absolutely 


| no cultivation, the whole of the stock had 


There had also been a great deal of | 
| any houses standing. When the burghers 
returned and found that they had actually 


complaint in the two Colonies that the 
military authorities had charged very 
large sums tor their oxen and mules. It 


had been freely stated that Lord Kitchener | 


at the end of the war had totted up more 
Mr. Lambert, 


| what would be their feelings. 


been destroyed, and there were hardly 


no home, and that no cultivation was going 
on, he almost shuddered to anticipate 
Some 
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hon. Members had questioned whether | listen there to everything that may be 
£5,000,000 would be enough to bring | said to me. I will not say by every in- 
back the country to its normal condition. | dividual—that would prolong my tour 
He thought that was practically impossible | to an extent that I have not yet contem- 
with that amount of money. They would | plated—but, at all events, to every repre- 
not get anythinglike the conditionsthatex- | sentative man and every representative 
isted before the war for sucha sum. They | body who has a right to be heard. To 
should remember that the cattle imported | all of them my ears will be open, and I 
into South Africa had to be acclimatised. | do not want them to think I have made 
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The late Mr. Rhodes imported stock from 
Australia and most of them died ; and it 
should be remembered that Australia was 
amuch better country to import stock 
from than this country. He would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman in all serious- 
ness whether it was wise policy for him 
to introduce the system of loans for the 
burghers. These loans would, some 
time or other, have to be repaid, and it 
would be a very difficult matter to recover 
them. He could imagine nothing that 
could lead to greater ill-will between the 
creditor nation and the burghers than 
that they should have to refund this 
money. He hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would give them some infor- 
mation on these points, and he congratu- 
lated him most heartily upon his visit to 
South Africa, and hoped that he would 
be able to do something to settle that 
very disturbed country. 


(10.19.) Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
As the few remarks which I shall no 
have to address to the Committee will 
probably form the last, or, at all events, 
one of the last speeches, which I shall 
offer to the House before I leave for 
South Africa, it is my earnest desire that 
they shall not partake of a controversial 
character. I cannot help, however, in- 
quiring what hon. Gentlemen and right 


up my mind on disputed, questions before 
| have heard them. With that prefatory 
| observation, which will prevent me from 
'going into a number of the questions 

which have been asked me, I will do my 
best to refer to one or two matters of 
| principle that have been raised, and I will 
| also give an answer to one or two questions 
_of detail which appear to me to be not of 
‘the slightest importance under the 
existing circumstances, but which out 
of courtesy to hon. Members I will do 
_my best to answer. 


The hon. Member who has just sat 
down, the hon. Member for South 
Molton, has stated—Heaven knows 
_where he got it from—that the Govern- 
/ment of the Transvaal has expended 
'the money which was intended for 
|the benefit of the burghers of the 
Transvaal in purchasing horses that 
| have got glanders from our own officers, 
'and the hon. Gentleman asked me for 
information on this subject. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I said the military 
had been selling horses at Bloemfontein ; 
not in the Transvaal. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I see, in the 
Orange River Colony. I do not see that 





hon. Gentlemen on the other side think 
is to be gained by the sort of discussion | 
which has been raised to-day. I imagine | 
that it is their desire, as it is mine, that | 


that changes the issue. The particular 
question arises at Bloemfontein, and not 
at Pretoria. Now, I would give the hon. 
Gentlemen a principle. In my opinion 





I should proceed upon this visit which I | it is absolutely impossible for the Colonial 


have undertaken with a mind as open Secretary, or what is commonly called 


and as unprejudiced as possible. And | Downing Street, to —. with Ning! 
yet the apparent object of this debate is | ™4tter of detail in the administration o 
to commit me beforehand for or against something like forty countries off its own 
certain principles which are being laid| bat. That is absolutely absurd and 
down by hon. Gentlemen opposite. I could | ridiculous, and we have, therefore, vo 
not fully answer the questions which | trust to those whom we appoint. We 
have been addressed to me without stat-| have to take, in the first instance, the 
ing very clearly my present view, if I | greatest possible care, to secure that the 
have a view, upon the subjects which | best man is selected for the particular 
have been raised. I do not want to put | work which is required to be done, but 
myself in that position. I go to South | having done so, and until it is conclusively 
Africa with the predetermination to | proved to us that he is unworthy of our 


H 2 
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confidence, we have to place our con-| 
mule, or a donkey, or an ox, or a wagon ; 


fidence in him in regard to all matters of 
detail, and give him general instructions 
as to the lines of his policy and the 
principles he is to pursue. 
attempt on my part, or the part of my 
Department, to look into and examine 
every detail of a transaction which 
involves the expenditure of millions of 
money, I can only say that not only 
will I absolutely refuse to undertake it, 
but I should think any man was a 
lunatic to undertake it. What, after all, 
does it amount to? It amounts to this 
—I do not see my right hon. friend 
the Secretary of State for War present 
on this occasion, but I think if he 
had been present he would have 
felt that he had his triumph. It is 
always the custom to contrast the War 
Office unfavourably with other Depart- 
ments of State, but here a Gentleman on 
the other side of the House informs the 
House from information he has received 
that in a great transaction which has 
taken place at Bloemfontein the War 
Office has got considerably the better of 
the Colonial Office. I do not know 
whether that is so or not. What I do 
know is that at the close of the war the 
War Office-—that is to say, the military— 
were in possession of enormous quantities 
of stock, mule-wagons, ox-wagons, and 
stores, of every kind and description, in- 
cluding the celebrated blockhouses, which 
will always form a very important and 
romantic incident in the war. These 
under ordinary circumstances they would 
have disposed of to the best advantage 
in the market. They would have sold 
them to the burghers, and not only to 
the burghers but to the citizens of the 
two colonies generally, and they would 
probably have got a much better price 
than they did in the arrangement we 
made with them. We said, and they 
agreed, that this was a matter of high 
policy, and not a question of one Depart- 
ment getting a few pounds more or 
afew pounds less from another Depart- 


ment, which does not in the slightest | 


degree affect the finances of the kingdom. 
We agreed that it was a matter of 
high policy that everything that could 
by any possibility be useful in the re- 
settlement of the country should at once 
be transferred to the civil authorities. 
That was done ; we came to an amicable 
agreement as to the price; we did not 
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attempt to haggle about the price of a 


but we put the whole together, and, 
having examined it carefully by means of 
an inter-departmental committee, we 
settled the total sum to be paid, which 
amounts to considerably over a million 
sterling. This sum is now represented 
by goods either already in possession of 
the burghers or still uncer the control of 
Lord Milner and the civil administration 
for the purpose of the repatriation which 
is going on. 

The hon. and 
the Member for Dumfries 
absence asked me one or 
to which I desire to reply. He inquired 
as to the numbers in the concentration 
camps. At the close of the war the 
number of persons in concentration camps 
was about 103,000—men, women, and 
children. At the present moment—I am 
obliged to use rough figures, for they 
change every week, but I give the in- 
formation as far as I have it—the 
number is 34,000. I marvel when I 
think what the local administration has 
done. A great war which has lasted over 
two and a half years, which as hon. 
Members say has no doubt caused great 
suffering and devastated the country, has 
come to an end, and within a few 
months of the close of that war 
we have been able to help to repatriate 
something like 70,000 persons. Let it 
not be thought that we keep one man, 
woman, or child there against their will, 
or unless we are convinced that to allow 
them to go would be to expose them to 
suffering, and possibly to death. The 
numbers in the camps at the present 
time have been increased by the practical 
necessities of the situation. We have to 
move these people to their farms. We 
have to see before we move them that 
we can supply them with the means of 
subsistence for a reasonable time, and 
that thereafter our transport is sufficient 
to keep them supplied,.and as the 
prisoners return from the distant 
countries in which they have been in- 
terned they also in many cases go to our 
concentration camps as a sort of inter- 
mediate state before they are placed on 
the farms. At the present moment, in 
addition to the 34,000 I have already 
mentioned, there are a great number of 
persons who have come in, since the war, 
to concentration camps as camps of refuge, 
and of prisoners who have also adopted 


learned Gentleman 
Burghs in my 
two questions 
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the same position. Need I explain to the 
House, what must be in the mind of 


every Member, that these camps, which | 


are costing us £200,000 a month, are 
camps the dispersal of which we should 


see with the greatest satisfaction. We. 


would have closed the camps the day 
the war was over had we not known 
that, as a matter of certainty, it would 
have involved the deaths of thousands 
and tens of thousands of women and 
children whom we ought to protect. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman also asked a 
question as to the number of prisoners 
returned and still to come. There again 


I must ask the hon. and learned Gentle- | 


man not to hold me too tightly to the 
figures I give. Originally there were 
24,000 prisoners from South Africa. 
Fourteen thousand have already returned 
and 7,000 are bound to be repatriated 
before the end of the year, and the 
remainder in a very short time after. 
There also he will understand that every 
prisoners’ camp costs us an enormous 
sum of money. To a small nation it 
would be ruinous ; to a big nation it is 
considerable. It is our desire to break the 
camps up at the earliest possible moment, 
but we have to consider what would be the 
result of throwing into South Africa 
under existing circumstances a number 
of people for whom provision has not 
yet been made. 


Let me next deal very shortly with | 
what seems to me to be a technical | 
by the | 
Member for West Monmouthshire. The | 


question, raised last night 
right hon. Gentleman, if he will excuse 
me, has a habit of always endeavouring, 
whether in the House or outside of it, 
to prove that his opponents are either 
knaves or fools. On the present occasion 
he seems to be doubtful, but we really 
have only those two alternatives to 
choose from. If we, knowing that a 
heavy charge of this kind would be 
placed upon the Imperial funds, deceived 
the House of Commons by telling it 
that we expected to get the sum out 
of the Transvaal loan, then we are 
knaves. If we did not know, then we 
are fools. No doubt as their leader the 
right hon. Gentleman fully expressed 
the feelings of hon. Members behind 
him. Oh! I beg the pardon of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition. I forgot that he was 
the Leader. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling *Burghs): The right hon. 
Gentleman has forgotten something 
else. He appealed to the House to 
deal with this matter in a friendly 
and in a non-controversial spirit. He 
is not doing so himself. 


| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Oh! I see. 
|I shall try to follow the right hon. 
| Gentleman. What I said was that I would 
| endeavour, as far as I could, to deal 
| with the matter in a non-controversial 
| spirit. I made no appeal to the House. 
I said that, as far as I could, I should 
deal with it in that spirit. Where is 
the matter of controversy between us ? 
_I spoke of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire as their 
Leader. Is that a matter of controversy ? 
[Cries of “Oh, oh,” and an Hon. 
MemBER: “ Shame.’’] 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : 


That is very small. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am glad 
to have the opinion of so good a judge. 
The right hon. Gentleman cannot 

‘have it both ways. There was 
nothing controversial in what I said 
until the right hon. Gentleman in- 
terrupted me. Now I go back to where 

I was when the right hon. Gentleman 

interrupted me. I venture humbly to 
submit to the Committee that this 
matter does not come under either of the 
categories I have described. We did not 
intentionally deceive the House. That is 
my first position. We declared—it was 
published in the Blue-books and in all 
| the papers—at a very early period during 
the war that we would insist upon com- 
| pensation for loyal subjects and for those 

'who had suffered unjustly by the war, 

'and that we should exact—or, rather, 

require, to use a less harsh word—com- 
| pensation in the shape of a contribution 
from the two colonies. I agree that I 

| made another statement. I admit that I 

‘thought it was generally understood—I 

know that it was understood by Lord 

Milner and Lord Kitchener, that I can 

answer for—that the grant, which is 

' called a free grant, which was to be made 

for the repatriation of the burghers, was 
to come from the loan that was to be 

_raised on the security of the Transvaal. 

| That was our opinion, and under the 
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influence of that opinion we told the{ that I have made the matter absolutely 
House of Commons that a vote would not | clear to the Committee. I do not think 
be — for that purpose. Almost | I can go beyond that. 

immediately we heard, I think it was| Now, Sir, coming to the merits of the 
General Botha—I am speaking from | Vote, I admit that I do not think that 
memory, but, at all events, it was one of the sentiments expressed by hon. Gentle- 
the signatories of the terms of surrender | men opposite will contribute to the 
—called Lord Milner’s attention to this | success of the mission I have undertaken. 
point, and said that those who had_| After all, I confess, as I am perfectly 
signed the terms of surrender had believed ready to confess, that I do not know 
that the grant that was to be made was | everything about South Africa. I admit 
to be made by the Imperial Government | that there is much that I have to learn. 
from the Imperial funds and not from | I am anxious to hear all sides, but what 





Transvaal funds. 


Sim WILLIAM HARCOURT: So it is 
still. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I am sorry 
to say (not in any controversial spirit) 
that I do differ from the right hon. 
Gentleman. My view is that itis a 
question which might very fairly be 
argued by lawyers, and that, probably, 
if we went on the letter of the agreement 
we should be held to be in the right in 
our view that, under the terms of the 
agreement, the charge should be 
one on the Transvaal loan. But we 
never entered upon that kind of 
consideration. We felt, just as much 
as hon. Gentlemen opposite, that when 
we entered into an arrangement of this 
kind it was above all things desirable 
that, if possible, both parties should feel 
that the terms of the convention were 
carried out, not merely in the letier, but 
also in the spirit. That does not mean 
that we should always adopt the views 
of the other party to the question, for 
there may be questions on which we 
shall have to insist upon our own inter- 
pretation of terms. But in this case we 
did not think that the matter was of 
sufficient importance to justify us in 
hesitating for a moment, and when these 
representations were made to us on be- 
half of the Boer signatories to the terms 
of surrender we at once yielded to them. 
Therefore it is that, without having 
changed our minds, without having any 
intention of deceiving the House of 
Commons, we now put before you the 
proposition, which is undoubtedly dif- 
ferent, although I do not think that 
the difference is very substantial, from 
the proposition which we laid before 
you in June last, I hope, at all events, 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


is penne a more important feature of 


such a visit, I am anxious to find myself 
in an atmosphere which is permeated 
with what I may call, in the best sense 
of the word, the best South African 
policy. If I admit that, surely hon. and 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite will admit 
that they have even less reason to be 
dogmatic or to speak with confidence 
of the present situation and future 
of South Africa. They, then, should 
do their best to help me. It is 
under these circumstances that we are 
told that the expenses of the peace 
will equal the expenses of the war. 1 
cannot help pointing out the extreme 
exaggeration of a statement of that 
kind. The war has cost us 228 
millions. Does the right hon. Centle- 


'man, who has been called a pessimist, 


think in his most pessimistic moments 
that the peace expenses which we 
are incurring, or that we ought to 
incur, will reach anything like that sum 4 
Does the right hon. Gentleman, or any 
of his friends, think that we will incur 
in peacean expenditure of £228,000,000? 
The‘tight hon. Gentleman declares that 
the country is devastated ; he speaks of 
the destitute condition of the population. 
Sir, I will not speak of that, because 
that is one of the things which I am 
going to see for myself. But lam forced 
by the course that the debate has taken 
to put in a caveat. In one sense there 
is great devastation. I have said before 
to the House, and I have been cheered 
by hon. Gentlemen opposite, you cannot 
make war without suffering on both 
sides, and I think we ought to be thank- 
ful that is the case, or else there would be 
many more wars. You cannot expect 
or ask, after people have been at war, and 
been beaten—this has nothing to do with 
the rights of the matter, but merely with 
the facts—that they should be put back 
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into the same position in which they 
were before. And here I state one of 
the general principles to whichI : ay 
commit myself without being considered 
to be prejudiced. Sir. the defeated party 
in a war must suffer more than the 
victors. That appears to me to be 
common sense, and cannot be contra- 
vened. But Ido not admit of my own 
knowledge at present that although the 
country has suffered tremendously in 
material matters—I do not speak of the 
terrible suffering in regard to the loss of 
life and the despair and distress of those 
who have lost their relatives and friends 
—but although the country has suffered 
enormously in material matters, that is 
another side and a very important side. 
When, for instance, the Boer Generals 
or their representatives have said in 
other countries that the £3,000,000 
which we offered them was a derisory 
dole, and that they required £75,000,000, 
I venture respectfully to differ from them, 
unless their contention is that, having 
been defeated in war, they are to be put 
in a better position than they were before 
the war. One thing is certain. The 
property of the ordinary Boer consisted in 
his farm, in his farmhouse and buildings, 
in his cattle and his stock. No doubt in 
very many cases his farmhouse has 
suffered or been actually destroyed and 
hiscattle have been taken; althoughthere 
are, according to the latest return, a very 


large number of cattle and stock still in | 


the two colonies, but only a fraction 
of what there was before the war. 
But the land, which, after ail, is his prin- 
cipal capital asset, has increased in value 
since the war, and I am informed—I speak 
only from information—that the average 
value of land in the Transvaal and the 
Orange River Colony at the present time 
is very much greater than it was before 
the war. That is one of the things, then, 
that have to be taken into account. 
When we are told that the money we are 
offering as a free gift—and a sum to 
which we have put no limit at present, 
but for which today we are askin 
£3,000,000 in order to be able to loan it 
to those burghers who are in a better 
position and can afford to pay interest 
after a period of two years—when we 
are told that that is insufficient, I say 
that such judgments are entirely pre- 
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;any total that leads me to leave the 
| matter there and not to continue my 
argument. 

But there is one other point of 
great importance, on which I think 
‘that right hon. Gentlemen opposite, and 
| certainly some of the representatives of 
the Boers, have misapprehended the 
| situation. We offered £3,000,000 of 
(money of our own accord. It was a 
‘veluntary offer. We were not asked for 
that amount, and I believe a less 
| amount would have been accepted. At 
all events, be that as it may. we offered - 
that amount as a free grant. For 
|what? There seems to be in some 
persons’ minds the idea that that was 
offered as compensation for war losses to 
those who had been our enemies. Well, 
surely that would have been a perfectly 
monstrous proposition. It is quite true 
that General Botha, in May 1901, and 
again the signatories for the surrender 
the other day, asked that this money, or 
some sum, should be set aside in order 
to pay notes and receipts which had 
been given by them in connection with 
their requisitions. But I beg the House 
to observe the difference between the 
proposal which was made to us at that 
time and the proposal to which we 
actually assented. It is an important 
difference, which really is a matter of 
principle. We refused to pay those 
loans. Why, a note might have been 
given to a man of substance—a gentle- 
man of large property—a note might 
have been given to him for a portion of 
his stock, and I should say undoubtedly 
under those circumstances that if he 
lost his money it was a loss which he 
must take as many loyal subjects have 
had to take losses, as a necessary con- 
sequence of the war. The people we 
have to care about are two classes. But 
first the destitute, the widows and 
orphans—the people who would starve 
but for our assistance—and secondly, the 
| people who, not being actually destitute, 
are, nevertheless, without the requisite 


8 means of restoring the industry in 


which they had been engaged previously 
tothe war. Those are the two classes 
‘and the only two classes, which we 
‘take into account. We agree that the 


‘notes and the receipts should be received 
‘by us as evidence of war losses—that is 





mature, and it is only my desire as far | 


.as possible to avoid pledging myself to to sav, of evidence that destitution, where 
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it existed, had been caused by the war. 
We do not engage to pay those notes or 
receipts unless the parties require money 
in order to enable them to recover their 
position and means of subsistence. Now, 
Sir, for the purpose which we had in view, 
that is to say, the relief of the people who 
are absolutely destitute from any fear of 
starvation, or any misery approaching 
starvation, and, in the second place, en- 
abling all people to work the land which 
belongs to them and for which at present 
they have not the necessary capital—if 
the money which we are to devote to 
that purpose should be insutticient, I, for 
one, should not hesitate to come for more. 
But I say, so far as I know, as I am at 
present advised, I believe the money 
which the House has granted is sufficient 
for that purpose. 


The hon. Member for Northampton, 
while expressing his readiness to vote 
more money for those who have been 
fighting against us, expressed some ob- 
jection, as I understood him, to giving 
any money at all to those who fought 
for us. He wanted to know why this 
£2,000,000 was asked for. Well, Sir, the 
£2,000,000 has nothing whatever to do 
with the loans in Natal and Cape Colony. 
For those we have provided otherwise. 
We have undertaken with the Govern- 
ment of Natal to repay to them the com- 
pensation which they have given to those 
loyal subjects who were injured by the 
invasion. And wedesire, and intend that it 
shall be given on a liberal scale. We have 
also agreed that a contribution shall be 
given to those loyal subjects who in the 
Cape Colomy have suffered by the first 
invasion. | say the first invasion, because 
we consider that in the case of the second 
invasion the responsibility lies with the 
Colony itself. But with regard to the 
compensation which we are to give in the 
Cape Colony, we have expressed in the 
clearest terms our determination that not 
one penny of Imperial money shall be 
given to compensate those*who have 
rebelled against the Imperial authority. 
That, as I say, is independent of the Vote 
tonight, and I merely introduced it because 
the question was raised by the hon. 
Member for Northampton. The Vote 
tonight is for those loyal British 
and Dutch subjects, of whom there are 
many, who stood by us in the conflict, 
and who have suffered loss in the two 
Colonies. Lord Milner is of opinion that 
the sum will enable him to compensate 
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those persons in a larger measure, with a 
greater percentage of their loss, than in 
the case of those who fought against us, 
I think that is fair. I think it is right, 
and I do not think any impartial man can 
contravene it. It is right that the prin- 
ciple should be clearly stated, for here we 
are creating for the first time in the 
history of the world a new precedent. 
We have often been referred to the great 
civil war in America as an instance of the 
magnanimity which victorious troops and 
victorious Governments could show to 
those who had opposed them. Yes, I 
admit that up to that time no greater 
instance of magnanimity had ever tran- 
spired. But we are going much beyond 
that. The Northern States of America 
had, necessarily, in the course of the war, 
with that higher humanity—because, 
after all, it is a higher humanity-—which 
exercises severity in order to shorten a 
war, desolated a gigantic extent of 
territory. Sherman’s march had made a 
desert of fifty miles of country on each side 
of his route. For all that desolation the 
Northern States of America gave not one 
penny. They gave pensions to those who 
had suffered in the war, to those who 
were related to them in a distant degree ; 
but to those who had fought on the other 
side not one farthing. 

I say, therefore, that under these 
circumstances we are making a new 
precedent, and in actually giving, | 
will not call it compensation, but 
assistance to those who were our 
former enemies, we should clearly state 
what are the reasons. The reasons are 
humanity and policy. Humanity first, 
because we do not wish, under the British 
flag, that anyone should be subjected to 
the misery which these people would 
otherwise have to suffer. But policy 
because, as we have said over and over 
again, we have got to live together and 
want to live together. We hope that we 
shall live together as friends. We have 
absolutely no vindictive feelings towards 
those who, by superior force, we have 
conquered, but whose merits and quali- 
ties we are the first to recognise. 
We say it is good policy that these men 
should not be discontented, but that as 


far as possible we should enable them. 


not indeed to place themselves in the 
same position in which they would have 
been if there had been no war, but at all 
events to place themselves in a position 
in which they may recover their former 
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prosperity. I think I have said all I need | but I think it is not only natural that he 
to say, all I ought to say, and my right | should entertain that feeling—I think it 
hon. friend the Member for West is the very best spirit in which he could 
Monmouth, as [ shall call him on this | go to South Africa—and I most earnestly 
occasion, at any rate, will, I think, agree | hope, as I am sure we all do, that his 
with me in this case, at any rate, it is | mission to South Africa will be followed 
wise to be an optimist. Let us believe in | by the success he thinks may come from 
the future and the future will answer | it. But the right hon. Gentleman began 


our anticipations, I do believe in ‘the | his speech in a way which does not 





future. 
done in the short period that has elapsed 


since this desolating war was brought to | 
an end is the greatest encouragement | 


that we could possibly have. I did not 
mind saying to my own friends—I do 
not think [ 
House—that at the end of the war I 
anticipated that the prisoners would 
not be repatriated for at least a period of 
three years. They will be all repatriated 
within twelve months of the close of the 
war. [could not have conceived that 
70,000 men, women and children would 
have been able safely to leave the camps 
in which they have found homes for so 
long and be restored to their farms, no 
doubt suffering many annoyances and 
considerable hardships, but still without 
any fear of serious danger. I want to 
say that up to the present time the 
results of our efforts at re-settlement and 
repatriation have exceeded my most 
sanguine anticipations. 


gratulation when I go to South Africa, 
going as I shall do with the most earnest 
desire to forget all that is controversial, 
all that is unhappy in regard to the 


recollections of the past, and with the | 
one sole desire to bring together the | 
a kindred people after all, , 


people, 
separated only by the circumstances of 
recent times—-to bring together this 


kindred people in one great African | 


nation under the British Crown. 


(11.0.) Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN: Sir, I have no desire whatever to 
find fault with, or to criticise in any way, 
the tone in which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has concluded his speech. 


willing to wish that we could all share it. 
[MINISTERIAL cries of ‘Why not?”] I 
say, I wish we could all see reasons to 
feel the degree of optimism he expresses, 


To my mind what has been | 


ever talked of it in this, 


And | hope [| 
may have even greater cause for con- | 


I envy | 
him his extreme optimism, but I am quite | 


commend itself to me. He began by 
inviting the House, as I understood him, 
to a calm and unheated and uncon- 
troversial discussion of this matter, which 
certainly was a reasonable expectation to 
form in the circumstances in which we 
find ourselves to-day. But the right 
hon. Geatleman may not be aware 
of the contemptuous tone into which 
he immediately entered in the answers 
to the questions which were addressed 
to him. [MINISTERIAL cries of “ No.’’} 
‘I. am in the recollection of the 
House and of those hon. Members 
who heard him. The way in which he 
spoke of the hon. Member for South 
Molton, the way in which he spoke in 
answer to my right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for West Monmouth, attributing to 
him the position of thinking that every 
one opposed to him must be either a fool 
or a knave, was not a very friendly or 
kindly way of expressing his sentiments. 
These were not the methods in which to 
provoke a right feeling in the House, and 
I will say more, it was not the way to 
treat the House of Commons by any 
Minister, however distinguished he may 
be. But the right hon. Gentleman, 
I daresay, is a little tte montée at 
this moment. The right hon. Gentleman 
was entirely unjustified in saying that 
there was any desire or that there had 
been any attempt to commit him to any 
opinion. What we are doing tonight is 
obeying the invitation and the promise 
'held out by the right hon. Gentleman 
himself in July last, when he said that 
in the course of the Autumn sittings there 
would be an opportunity for him to state 
to the House the exact position reached 
in South African affairs and for the House 
to express its opinion and come to a judg- 
ment. We refrained from expressing 
opinions for the reason that the right 
hon. Gentleman appealed to us. ‘“ Why 
should we dogmatise?” he asks. No 
‘one has dogmatised. What we have 
| asked for is information on a great many 
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important points on which light seemed 
to be required. There are many not 
touched upon in connexion with South 
Africa which do not come properly with- 
in the scope of this Vote, and therefore 
we do not refer to them at all. 


Supply—Civil 


But theright hon. Gentleman has himself 
referred to one question,and hasgiven some 
explanation which I think does deserve the 
attention of the House and as to which 
public opinion has gone a little astray, 
from what the right hon. Gentleman says. 
It is the question of the money which it 
‘was thought was being given in payment 
‘of requisition notes given by the burghers 
on commando. How does that matter 
stand? In the earliest document— 
namely, the letter from Lord Kitchener 
to the Secretary for War—what was said 
was this. There was nothing said in this 
part of it as to war losses :— 

“‘A judicial Commission will be appointed 
to which Government notes issued under the 
law of the South African Republic may be 
presented within six months. All such notes 
found duly issued under the terms of that law; 
and for which the persons presenting them 
have given valuable considerations, will be 
paid, but without interest. All the receipts 
given by the officers in the field of the late 
Republics, or under their orders, may likewise 
be presented to such Commission within six 
months, and, if found to be given bond fide for 
goods used by the burgher forces in the field, 
will be paid out to the persons to whom they 
were originally given. The sum in respect of 
Government notes and receipts shall not exceed 
£3,000,000 sterling, and, if the total amount of 
such notes and receipts approved by the Com- 
mission is more than that sum there shall be 
a pro rata diminution.” 


That was. how the question stood in the 
draft arrangement forwarded by Lord 
Kitchener. The Government at home 
amended it, and the £3,000,000 was made 
applicable both to this question of the 
requisition notes and the repatriation :— 


‘* His Majesty’s Government will place at the 
disposal of this Commission the sum of 
£3,000,000 for the above purpose, and will 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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| allow all notes and receipts given by officers in 
| the field to be presented to a Judicial Com- 
| mission which will be appointed by the Govern- 
| ment, and if such notes and receipts are found 
| to have been duly issued they will be received 
| as eviden ce of war losses.” 


} 


| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : That is just 
| what I said. 


| 


| SIR H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
“ As evidence of war losses.” Then the 
third step in the development is this Vote 
which we are dealing with tonight, in 
which there is no mention of these notes. 
An impression largely entertained—and 
I am glad to hear from the right hon. 
Gentleman that it is not true—was that a 
large portion of these +£3,000,000, 
which the people of this country desire 
should go to the relief of destitution and 
the restoration of the ordinary life of the 
burghers, had been absorbed in the pay- 
ment of these requisition notes. I quite 
understand that anything received under 
these requisition notes should be taken as 


a deduction, as it were, from what should 
be allowed on the ground of destitution ; 
but there was a danger, as many of those 
interested in it thought, that a large por- 
tion of this sum might be given to men 
comparatively well off in diminution of 
tke sum available for the poorer people 
If the 
right hon. Gentleman tells us, as I think 
he does, that that has not taken place, 
and will not take place, it will be 


who have suffered from the war. 


a considerable relief to those who are 
anxious on this subject. Can the right 
hon. Gentleman inform us how far the 
process of paying for requisition notes 
given by our own forces has _ been 
completed ? The right hon. Gentleman 
about this 


portion of the Session, but said it was a 


was asked in the earlier 


slow process and he could not then give 
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the information, but that by-and-bye it 
would be given. I should be glad to 
know how far the process has been 
advanced, for these requisition arrange- 
nents for our forces are as much a debt 


{5 NovEMBER 1902} 





as anything else we owe. [Mr. J. 
CHAMBERLAIN: Hear, hear.] We are 
bound to make good the word given by 
our officers. Our army has had the 
benefit of those commodities, and we are 
bound to make them good, and I should 
be glad to know how far that process has 
proceeded. 





| 


Another thing upon which a strong | 


feeling exists—a feeling of curiosity, 
to say the least of it—is how this relief 
under the head of the £3,000,000 is to 
be apportioned. What are the tests? 
What are the criteria ? 
recipients chosen where the recipients are 
more numerous than the money would 
suffice for ? On what principle is the distri- 


man say that ? What we have todo here is 
to remove all chance—all suspicion—of 


| 


How are the) 


ill-feeling. The right hon. Gentleman | 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
some wise and patriotic words last night, 
when he observed that in all these 
matters we have not only to do what we 
ourselves know to be right and just, but | 
we ought to remove anything that might 
give rise to a taint of suspicion in the 
minds of those whom we all desire to_ 
conciliate. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would tell us about that it would be very 
useful. Some words have been written 
on this subject, which, I think, I am 
justified in referring to, because they 
startled the public considerably. A letter 
of Lord Milner’s addressed to the Lord | 
Mayor appeared in the papers the other | 
day, in which he said :— 


“It is too early to make an accurate esti- | 
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granted by Government will meet the claims 
put in for compensation and assistance. But 
his Excellency considers that he may safely 
say that British subjects will receive at least 
50 per cent. on the total assessment of their 
claims—‘ are those claims on the ground of 
requisition acknowledgements or on account of 
distress ’—whereas it is improbable that the 
burghers will recover in anything like the same 
proportion the losses sustained by them.” 


On what ground is that difference 
maintained ? I wish to meet the case of 
both with full generosity and justice. 
There is no question that the British who 
have suffered losses have just as great a 
claim, and in one sense have a greater 
claim, upon us than those who have been 


/our adversaries, but the only line you 
‘can take with safety, and from which 


bution made ? Can the right hon. Gentle- | what does he say ? 


you cannot depart, is to do equal justice 
to both, and if this proposal means that 
there is to be a great gulf fixed between 


'them, and that the one class are to be 


[Hon. Members : Oh !] Well, 
He says that 50 per 
cent. at least of all British subjects will 
receive, and it is improbable that the 
burghers will receive anything like the 
same proportion. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
And quite right, too.] That is a most 


regrettable position to take up. The 


treated 





cardinal yirtue of the whole matter, and 


the direct and only way to remove these 


suspicions and jealousies and antipathies, 


is to do equal justice all round—full and 
equal justice all round. The right hon. 


Gentleman, as I began by saying, ended 


in a most optimistic tone, and I have 


expressed the wish, which I am sure is 


shared on this side of the House, not- 
withstanding our little disagreements 
sometimes, as even this evening, that his 
expectations may be fulfilled. He goes 


out to South Africa with tremendous 


responsibilities, as he doubtless is aware, 


mate of the extent to which the amount | but there is nobody, even among those 
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who are most opposed to his policy, who 
does not wish him the most complete 


Supply—Civil 


success. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I only rise 
to answer the questions which have been 
addressed to me. The payment of notes 
and requisitions issued by ‘the War 
Office is, of course, a War Office matter. 
That is a sacred obligation which, 
of course, observed to 
the last penny. Although I am speaking 


must be 


for another Department, I believe the 
War Office are making every exertion to 
and pay those 
requisitions as quickly as possible. At 


close the accounts 
anyrate, the liability is fully admitted, 
and they will be paid at the earliest 
possible The right hon. 
Gentleman has correctly interpreted 
the view of the Government as to the 
use to which the £3,000,000 will be put. 
It is distinctly stated in the article that 
the money is to be applied in order to, 
provide what is essential to enable the 


moment. 


burghers to reconstitute their position. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN : 
Will there be no payment for the notes ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: As to the 
notes, in my view there should be no 
payment for the notes as such. They are 
collateral evidence in aid of any claims, 
but the real distribution of the money 
will be guided rather by the necessities 
of the claimants than by any question 
In regard to the last 
point, as the right hon. Gentleman said 


of the notes. 
the issue is a broad one. I have said 
before in this House that it was the 
desire and intention of the Govern- 


ment at the end of the 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


war to 


{COMMONS} 





Service Estimates, 248 


make it clear that it was not a dis. 
advantageous thing, even if it was not 
an advantageous thing, to support the 
British flag, and, therefore, that any 
distinction that was to be made must 
be made in favour of the British. [| 
use the word as including all loyalist 
persons, all persons who have assisted 
the Government. We are going to do a 
great deal for those who were recently 
our opponents, but [ sincerely hope, as 
long a; I have anything to do with the 
matter, to do more for those who have 
been with us. 


(11.20.) Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnar- 
vonshire, Eifion) said he wished to puta 
question to the Colonial Secretary with 
reference to the notes given by the 
Transvaal Government. He quite ac- 
knowledged that after the proclamation 
of the annexation of the Transvaal by 
Lord Roberts, this country was entitled 
to disregard any notes or acknowledg- 
ments given by the Boer generals or the 
Boer Government; but he would ask 
the Colonial Secretary whether he would 
not recognise it as an international obli- 
gation to acknowledge all the notes up 
to the date of theannexation, which the 
Transvaal Government, had it been 
permitted to continue, would have been 
bound to honour. He submitted that 
that was a proposition in international 
law which was incontrovertible. He 
did not suggest that every document 
produced by every burgher 
claimed to be an acknowledgment of 
debt owed to him by the Transvaal 
Government should be paid. Of course, 
the genuineness of the documents should 
be inquired into, and if they did not 
represent full consideration, he did not 
suggest that they should be paid; but 
he submitted that it was not only an 


which 
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obligation of honour, but also an obli- 
gation of international law, that they 
should recognise to the full every obli- 
gation for valuable consideration or 
value received given by the Transvaal 
Government to its own subjects up to 
the time of the annexation. The 
right hon. Gentleman conceded that 
the compensation which would be given 
by this country would be based on con- 
siderations of humanity and policy. He 
submitted that there was a stronger con- 
sideration than either, and that was 
international obligation and justice. 
Our obligations to the Transvaal were 
greater than the right hon. Gentleman 
was willing to admit, because the British 
troops had destroyed property which 
they were bound not to destroy. That 
was, he submitted, incontrovertible. 
According to The Hague Convention 
we were bound under Article 46 to 
respect private property. Therefore, 
if private property were seized and 
destroyed, full compensation should be 
paid for it. Otherwise we would be 
disavowing the obligations of The Hague 
Convention. Again, Article 47 said that 
pillage was prohibited. If pillage was 
prohibited, we were bound to make 
good all the cost of the pillage committed 
by the British troops. That pillage was 
carried on to a great extent was not 
disputed. Lord Kitchener issued a pro- 
clamation in which he severely censured 
the British troops because they had too 
much transport with them, and he 
mentioned such things as pianos and 
kitchen ranges. But the Globe newspaper 
afterwards said that these articles had 
not been taken by the troops from 
home, but were loot taken from 
the farmhouses. That was an ad- 
mission that the farms were looted. 


In addition, it was absolutely indisputable 
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that practically the entire country had 
been devastated for military reasons. 
He was not arguing whether that was 
justifiable or not; ali he said was that, 
inasmuch as it was contrary to The Hague 
Convention, we were in duty bound to 
pay compensation for the property 
destroyed, not merely as a matter of 
policy or humanity, but as a matter of 
international obligation. It said 
that the terms of peace were unprece- 
dentedly; generous by those who so con- 
veniently ignored the trifling fact that 
they had annexed these countries. The 
way to judge whether the terms were 
generous or not, would be to apply them 
to ourselves. Suppose this country 
had, by some misfortune, been conquered, 
would the terms be regarded as generous 
under which the country was annexed by, 
for instance, Germany, and was after 
annexation given a small trifling sum to 
compensate inhabitants for 
losses sustained at the hands of the 
German troops? The fact that we had 
annexed the two Republics altered the 
situation completely ; but having annexed 
them it was absurd to say that three 
millions sterling in discharge of all our 
obligations was anything like generosity. 
So far from the terms being generous, 
they were the most severe that had ever 
been imposed by any foreign Power. The 
Boers would have preferred to continue 
their nationality, as Englishmen would, 
even if they had to pay a double in- 
In 1870, the French paid the 


Germans an enormous indemnity, but 


was 


individual 


demnity. 


they retained their country and our 
nationality, which was of greater import- 
ance to them than treble the amount of 
the indemnity. Having seized the Trans- 
vaal, the least we might do was to 
reimburse every farthing of damage which 


had been committed by the troops. The 


= 
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Colonial Secretary suggested that some| would complain very much even if that 
people imagined that the Boers, having compensation were provided, if it were 
gone to war, and having been defeated in given all round. 

war, ought to be placed in the same 

position as before the war. No one,as far Resolution agreed to; to be reported 
as he knew, suggested anything of the | Tomorrow. 

kind. He fully recognised that war | 

entailed inevitable hardships and _ losses | , WAYS AND MEANS. 

which could never be compensated for,! Gonsidered in Committee. 

such as indirect losses resulting from the | 

destruction of trade; but every direct (In the Committee.) 

loss should be compensated for under | 

international law and The Hague Conven- | Resolved, That towards making good 
tion. To fail to do that, was to recede | the Supply granted to His Majesty for 
from the obligations of war and of honour. | the service of the year ending on the 
He was glad that the Colonial Secretary | 31st day of March, 1903, the sum of 
recognised that not only motives of | £8,000,000 be granted out of the Con- 
humanity, but ee motives of policy | .ojidated Fund of the United Kingdom. 
should be considered. If we were to| (Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
govern the Transvaal with anything like | 
success, we ought to compensate the | 
Boers for every farthing’s worth of | 
property which was seized, and even then 

the Boers would have to sustain | i - - eat, 
almost incalculable loss, which could | 

not be compensated for. He was! 
glad that the Colonial Secretary had | 
not shut the door completely, and that | 
if the money was not sufficient a further | 


ti ; dL 
loan would be issued. He did not care | Question again propose 


yee kx =< "= 
funds-or from the Transvaal. The im-| . ; ¥ 

| said that, since the Bill was before the 
‘House, he had been inquiring as to feel- 
‘ing in regard to it ; and he thought that 
there was a pretty general concensus of 
opinion in favour of the Bill as a measure 
/ to meet an emergency. According to the 
‘Supreme Court of Judicature Act, the 
Appeal Court in England was constituted 
whether by the Boer forces or by the = pang nap = 
British troops. But compensation for |} p¢¢ judges should sit in the case of a 
indirect losses was a different question | final judgment, but that two judges could 
altogether. He did not think, however, | hear interlocutory motions, and although 
that they on that side of the House the Supreme Court could draw on ex 


Mr. Bryn Roberts 


Resolution to be reported tomorrow. 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [21st October], “ That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 





portant question was, not where it came 
from but where it went to. It ought 
to be spent in compensating every one 
of the Boerswhose property wasdestroyed. 
With regard to the British subjects who 
had lost property, he fully recognised 
that they too ought to be compensated, 
at all events, for property destroyed, 
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oficid judges, it was not intended that | he thought that in a Bill of this kind, 
they should be brought in except in the legal profession should be consulted 
cases of emergency. With reference to before the Bill went through the House. 
the object of the present Bill, he under- | 

stood that the Workmen’s Compensation! §ip ROBERT FINLAY said there was 


Act had caused a considerable block in | really nothing to be added to what had 


the Court of Appeal. When the Act was 
passing through the House they were 


told that its object was to prevent liti- 


gation; but, in the result, it had pro- 
duced very considerable litigation and a 
considerable block in the Court of Appeal. 
The object of the Bill was to enable 
that Court to sit in three divisions, instead 
of in two. If the Court sat in three 
divisions, it would necessarily be, to a 
certain extent, weaker than it was at 
present. But he gathered that there was 
no intention, so far as the present Bill 


was concerned, to interfere with there 


being three judges sitting in all cases of 
final judgmentin the Court of Appeal. The 
difficulty that suggested itself to him was 
that they often found, when Bills were 
brought in to meet an emergency, that 
the Act was taken advantage of to apply 


it to a great many other cases, for which | 
The | 


it was not specially intended. 
present Bill was promoted by the Lord 
Chancellor, and he, of all judges, would 


be the judge who would have to sit | 


_been said by the hon. Member. The 
whole effect of the Bill would be to enable 
the Court of Appeal to sit in three 
divisions, whereas at present it was con- 
fined to sitting in two divisions. The 
Bill did not contain a word which would 
enable any one of these three Courts to 

consist of less than three judges. On the 
contrary the part of the section requiring 
three judges to sit was left untouched. 


Question put, and agreed to 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Tomorrow. 


BANKERS (IRELAND) ACT REPEAL 
BILL. 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [4th November], 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Question again proposed. 


almost continuously, as long as there | 


were three divisions sittingat the one time. | 
Some time ago a Bill was introduced for | 


Mr. CALDWELL said it was always 
very awkward when the Government, 


the purpose of reducing the number of | Without any explanation, tried, a few 


judges who were to sit on final judgments | minutes before twelve o'clock, to rush a 
from three to two; but it did not pass. | Bill through. Instead of helping forward 





If they could get an assurance to the 
effect that the present Bill was merely to 
meet an emergency, and that there was 
no ulterior object in view, he would not 
He might 
mention that the reason he objected at 


oppose the Second Reading. 


the first stage to the Bill, was that it was 
introduced without any explanation, and 


| the measure, such a proceeding very often 
‘retarded it There was no disposition 
_ on that side of the House to interfere with 
/many really useful Bills. They permitted 
the Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
(Ireland) Bill to pass after midnight a 
few nights ago, although its progress 
could have been stopped by the usual 
methods. The present Bill was a 








255 Adjournment of {COMMONS} the House. 256 


very important Bill in this respect, that | a Bill of this kind should not be brought 


it proposed to repeal an Act passed in | in without some explanation. 


Ireland in 1759, relating to private | 


bankers. Some of the sections of that) Mr. WYNDHAM said he had given an 
Act applied to England also; and it | explanation. 

seemed strange that they should repeal | 

the Act without making any special Mp. CALDWELL said that the ex- 

| planation had been given after he had 
been put to the trouble of looking up the 
old Act. He could controvert a great 
deal of what had been said by the Chief 
| Secretary ; but he merely wished to put 
it to the Chief Secretary that, as the Bill 
affected Ireland, and as the Irish Members 
were absent, it might very well be left 
over until their return. 


provision as regarded England. 
Mr. TULLY asked how the Act 
affected Scotland ? 


Mr. CALDWELL said that was not 
the question. He was speaking in the 
Imperial Parliament, and he had often 
seen Irish Members blocking Bills which 
reterred to other parts of the United 
Kingdom. Ifthe Chief Secretary were 
to explain the measure now, he would 
not have the right to reply. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that there was 
no objection to the Bill. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that that did 
not coincide with his information. The 
Chief Secretary would admit that he did 
not interfere with Irish Bills; but he 
thought that, in the circumstances, the 
Bill might reasonably have been left over, 
and not rushed through. He would not 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 

only wants information, I think the 
House would probably allow him to 
continue his speech after receiving it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that some of 
the provisions of the old Act, which was 
passed by the Irish Parliament in 1759, 
imposed disabilities on Irish bankers 
which did not attach to bankers in Eng- 
land. He put it to the House whether | 
that old Act, which was now obsolete, | 
ought not to be repealed. Its provisions | 
were rusty, mouldy, and obsolete, and | 
he now suggested that the House should 
repeal so much of that Act as had not | 
been repealed in the course of 150 years, 
and remove from Irish bankers dis- 
abilities that did not attach to the bank- 
ing confraternity in England. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he did not 
intend to talk the Bill out, but he thought 





oppose the Second Reading ; but it would 
be more gracious on the part of the 
Government to allow the Bill to stand 


over until next week. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read asecond time, and com- 
mitted for Wednesday next. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th October 
last, adjourned the House without 
| Question put. 
| 
Adjourned at one Minute after 

Twelve o’clock. 


| 
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257 Returns, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 6th November, 1902. 





The House met at Two of the clock. 


IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. SPEAKER informed the House 
that he had received the following letter 
relating to the imprisonment of 
Member :— 

“ King’s Bench Division, 
“ Treland, 
“ November 5th, 1902. 

“Srr,—I beg to inform you that on the 14th 
October a warrant was issued forth of the 
King’s Bench Division of the High Court of 
Justice, Ireland, signed by me, for the arrest 
of Mr. William H. K. Redmond, Member of 
Parliament, tor not complying with an order 
of the King’s Bench Division, made by we 
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Reports, de. 
| RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


| 
| 





SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1859. 

| Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 1st November, 1902, declaring 
| that for the due and efficient discharge 
_ of the duties of the office of Professor of 
| Agriculture in the Royal College of 
|Science, Dublin, professional or other 
| peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to 
'be acquired in the Public Service are 
— [by Act]; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


| COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented, of Colonial Report, 
| No. 371 (St. Helena, Annual Report for 
1901) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
| Table. ; 


and dated the 24th September, whereby he was | 


ordered to enter into his own recognisance and 
find sureties to be of good behaviour for a 
period named in the order, and in default to 
be imprisoned for six months, or until he 
should sooner comply with said order. 
‘““Mr. Redmond was arrested yesterday 
under this warrant. 
‘*T have the honour to be, 
“Your obedient servant, 
“ GEORGE WRIGHT, 
“ Justice of the King’s Bench Division, 
‘** Treland. 
“To the Right Honourable 
““W. C. Gutty, P.C., 
‘“‘ The Speaker of the House of Commons. 


” 


PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 


Petition from Luton, for abolition of | 


restrictions ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petition from Steppingley, against ; to | 
lie upon the Table. | 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | 
BILL. 
| 

Petitions for alteration: from Luton ; 
and Cornwall ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petitions in favour: from Hindley ; 
Liverpool ; and Southampton ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN| 
TRADE. 


Petition from Luton, for legislation ; | 
to lie upon the Table. 


VOL. CXIV. [FourrH Serres] _ 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 


Copy presented, of Return for the 
quarter ended 30th September, 1902 [by 
| Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY EXPENDITURE, 1902-3 (SOUTEB 
AFRICAN WAR). 

Copy presented, of Statement showing 
| approximately the revised amounts now 
required under the various Votes for 
| Army Expenditure in view of the con- 
clusion of peace in South Africa, as 
/compared with the provision made in 
| the Estimates submitted to Parliament, 
| with explanations of the differences [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 

CIVIL SERVANTS. 

Return ordered, “showing the total 
‘number of persons in the established 
Civil Service of the State on the 31st 
day of March, 1902, distinguishing those 
in each department of the Civil Service 


,and Revenue Departments respectively.” 
—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 
LONDON WATER AREA. 


Return ordered, “of Statement show- 
ing the population and rateable (and 


, assessable) values of the boroughs and 
urban districts to be represented on the 


Water Board ; together with the same 
particulars reJating to the boroughs, 
urban districts, and rural districts) (or 


'the parts thereof) within the Metro- 


politan Water Area which are either 
to be excluded from that Area or to be 
unrepresented on the Water Board ; also 
the proportion which the population and 
the rateable value of each district bears 
to the total population, and the total 


I 








259 Questions. 


rateable value respectively of the whole 
of the proposed Water Area.” — (J/r. 
Rea.) 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE 
Trade Statistics. 
Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if the Government will consider 
the advisability of publishing yearly a 
compendium of trade within the Empire ; 
and a summary of the world’s trade. 


(Answered hy Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
annual statistical abstracts of the United 
Kingdom, the Colonies, India, and foreign 
countries givea great deal of information 
bearing on the subject of the world’s 
trade and of trade within the Empire. 
I will, however, consider whether it is 
possible, having regard to the demands 
upon the staff of the Department, to do 
something further in the direction desired 
by the hon. Member. 


Island of Lewis—Building Regulations. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord Advocate if he will state 
how many houses have been erected in 
the Island of Lewis, under the bye-laws 
as to the regulation of buildings which 
were made by the Lewis District Com- 
mittee of the County Council of Ross 
and Cromarty, and approved by the 
Local Government Board in December, 
1900. 


(Answered by Mr. Graham Murray.) I 
am informed that twenty-two houses 


have been erected under the bye-laws | 


referred to by the hon. Member. 


Edgeworthstown Postmaster. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Postmaster General 
if he would give the name, salary, and 
nationality of the sorting clerk and 
telegraphist appointed to the postmaster- 
ship of Edgeworthstown, and the number 
of applications received from Irishmen. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I have appointed Mr. W. H. Killinder, 
sorting clerk and telegraphist at Galway, 
to be postmaster of Edgeworthstown. 
His pay as sorting clerk and telegraphist 
is 38s. a week, and in addition he has a 
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| supervising allowance of 6s. a week. [ 


know nothing of his nationality. 


Newbridge Postmaster. 
Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Post- 


VOTES, | master General if the postmastership of 


Newbridge was advertised in the Post 
Office Circular in the ordinary way ; if 
so, what was the date of the circular; 
and will he state the nature of the 
appointment held by the officer selected 
and his qualifications for a postmaster- 
ship. 

(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The vacancy was not advertised. The 
officer who was appointed to be post- 
master was a lobby officer, who had also 
had long and varied experience in the 
Army post office in South Africa. 


Dublin Sorting Office Staff. 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Post- 
master General if he will state when it 
is intended to fill the vacancies existing 
in the supervising clerks and assistant 
superintendents’ class in the Dublin 
sorting office; whether selections will be 
made from members of the Dublin staff ; 
and if a circular has been issued to 
surveyors inviting applications for the 
positions from provincial officers. 


(Answered by Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 
The question of filling the vacancies 
referred to is under consideration, and | 
hope that it will be settled very shortly. 
The claims of members of the Dublin 
staff to promotion will have the fullest 
consideration. No such circular as the 
hon. Member described has been issued. 


Salisbury Post Office Officials. 

Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): To ask 
the Postmaster General whether, in view 
of the decision that the relatives of super- 
vising officers are not to be appointed to 


| the same offices, he will state why a 


sorting clerk and telegraphist at Liverpool 
has been transferred to the Salisbury 
Post Office, at which town his father 
holds the position of postmaster 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The officer in question has not been 
transferred to the Salisbury Post Office, 
nor is there any proposal to transfer 
him, but he has been allowed to exchange 
places for a period of four months with 
an officer employed at Salisbury. 
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Poor Law Village Communities. 

Sm WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire. 
Ilkeston): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 
can give the names of the unions in 
England and Wales which have estab- 
lished village communities, or grouped 
cottage homes, for Poor Law children ; 
the number of children accommodated in 
each village community; and the 
inclusive cost per head per annum (both 
establishment and maintenance charges). 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
following statement gives the names of 
the unions in which the guardians have 
provided or are providing accom modation 
of the kind referred to, with the number 
of children accommodated in each case. | 
have no information which would enable 
me to state the average cost per child 
per annum. 





| Number 


Union. of 
Children. 

Aston - - - - - - 288 

arroyo - - . 460 
Brids gend and Cow be idge - - an 72 

Bur nle ay - - - - . - 150 

Chorlton - - - - - - 326 
Christechureh - “ - - - 72 
( ‘roydon - - - - - - 72 
Dewsbury - - - - - 72 
Elham_— - - - - - . 66 
Gateshead - - - - 182 
Greenwich - - - - - 524 
Hackney - - - - . - 446 
Hunslet - - - - - - 74 
Kettering - - - - «| 60 
Kings Norton - - - - : 219 
Leicester - - - - - - 256 
Liverpool - - - - - 288 
Luton - - - - - - 30 
Me “lway - - - - - 180 
Merthyr Tydfil - - - . 32 
Neath - - - - 84 
New castle on- Tyne - - - “ 190 
Pontypridd — - - - - - 130 
Rochdale - - - - - - 112 
St. Olaves - - - - -| 870 
Salford - - - - -| 304 
Sculcoates . - - - - | 118 
Shoreditch - - - - - 416 
Stepney - - : - - 218 
Stoke-upon- — - - - - | 144 
Swansea - - - - - -} 120 
Thanet, Isle of - - - | 120 
Wallingford — - - - - - | 45 
Warrington” - - - : - 200 
West Derby - - - - - | 650 
Wolverhampton — - - - -| 240 
Woolwich - - - - - | 300 
Worcester : - - - - 66 
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Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation. 

Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock) : To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether, seeing that 
under the present working of the Poor 
Law Officers’ Superannuation Act, 1896, 
the last union employing an officer has 
to pay the whole of his superannuation 
allowance without recovering any portion 
from the union or unions by whom the 
officer has bee1 previously employed, he 
will consider the propriety of the forma- 
tion of a central fund for the receipt of 
all superannuation contributions and 
payment of all superannuation allow- 
ances, such fund being raised and 
worked on the principles of an_ in- 
surance company. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) nanswer 
to a similar Question a few weeks ago I 
stated that there would be many diffi- 
culties in adopting such a scheme as 
that suggested, and that [ could not at 
present give any promise to propose 
legislation to give effect to it. 1 added, 
however, that the whole subject should 
receive my careful consideration. 


Navy—Firing Matches. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH — (Caithness- 
shire): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he will explain the 
meaning of the Admiralty Regulation 
No. 901, when the match is burning, 
it is always to be over water in tubs, 
and in charge of a responsible person, 
and say whether burning matches are 
still used in connection with any service 
pattern of gun now in use in the Royal 
Navy. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold - Forster.) 
Though not now used in any service 
pattern of gun now in use in the Royal 
Navy, slow match is still supplied as 
part of the stores for use in manned and 
armed boats, for kindling fires, firing 
rockets, etc. The precautions laid down 
in the article quoted from the Admiralty 
Regulations are therefore still in force. 


India—Gold Remittances, Currency 
Reserves, etc. 


Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
if he will state the amount of gold re- 


| mitted from India since February this 


12 
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year, and to what purposes these re. 


mittances have been applied; the sums | 


of gold now held in India in the Cur- 


rency Reserves, the Government Trea- | 


suries, and the Gold Reserve Fund 
respectively ; whether any of the latter 
is deposited with the Presidency Banks 
or otherwise utilised in aid of commerce ; 
the number of rupees (including value 
of subsidiary coins) issued since the 
beginning of this year; the total 
amount of silver imported during the 
same period, how much of this has been 
on Government account, and whether 
this portion is subject to the 5 per cent. 
import duty ; the present amount of the 
cash balances in India and England 
respectively ; and what has been, since 
lst March, the average weekly amount 
lent out from the Indian Office Treasury 
in aid of the money market here. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The amount of gold re- 
mitted by the Government of India to 
this country since February last is 
£500,000, which has been added to the 
balances held by the Secretary of State 
in Council. The amount of gold held 
by the Government of India on the 15th 
October was as follows: Currency Re- 
serve, £5,748,000; Government Trea- 
suries, £88,000; Gold Reserve Fund, 
£175,000; total, £6,011,000. I have 
no reason to believe that any of this 
gold is deposited with the Presidency 
banks. If it were so deposited it would, 
of course, be necessary to transfer from 
the banks to the Currency Reserve or 
the Treasuries an equivalent amount in 
rupees, a course which, in all probability, 
would hinder commerce rather than aid 
it; but for aconsiderable time, whenever 
the mercantile community has desired 
gold in exchange for rupees, the Govern- 
ment of India has made its own stock 
freely available. The total coinage of 
silver in India from 1st April till 31st 
August, 1902, was  Rs.7,38,63,606 
(£4,925,000). But this includes the 
eoinage of British dollars for use in 
Hong Kong and the Straits Settlements, 
the rupees coined for Native States, and 
the subsidiary coinage for use in British | 
India. The rupees coined for Native | 
States amounted to about Rs.80,00,000; | 
but Iam not yet in possession of exact | 
figures on this point. The imports of | 
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silver into India during the period just 
mentioned were as follows: On private 
account, Rs.5,04,47,857 ; on Govern- 
ment account, Rs.51,830. Itis pro- 
vided by law that no customs duty is 


Questions. 


leviable on goods belonging to the 


Government of India. The latest figures 
for the cash balances in India and Eng- 
land are as follows: In Indiaon the 31st 
of August, Rs.16,93,00,000; in Eng- 
land on the 5th of November, £5,062,22s. 
The average weekly amount of loan 
from the Home Treasury during the 
present financial year has _ been 
£5,100,000. 


Army Officers—Pay as Interpreters. 

Mr. HALSEY (Hertfordshire, Wat- 
ford): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether an officer gains any 
advantage, pecuniary or otherwise, by 
qualifying as interpreter. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Under Article 614 of the Pay Warrant 
an officer gets a reward of £125 for 


qualifying as interpreter in Russian, 


Arabic, or Turkish, and £75 on passing 
a further test examination within the 
next five years. Under Article 267 of 
the Pay Warrant an allowance is granted 
for employment as interpreter in the 
field. 


. 


Officers’ Liability for Barrack Furniture. 

Mr. HALSEY : To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether officers have 
now to supply themselves with barrack 
furniture, or whether it is provided for 
them. 


(Answered by Mr. Seeretary Brodrick.) 
The quarters of all unmarried regi- 
mental officers who join the Army on 
or after the lst December, 1902, will be 
furnished at the public expense. Officers’ 
messes at home will be furnished when 
necessary as soon as possible after this 
date. A rent will be charged at the 
rate of 2d. per day for field officers, and 
1d. per day for other officers. All officers 
will pay a further 1d. a day where furni- 
ture is supplied to messes. 


South African War—Ranking of 
Volunteer Officers. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Secretary of State 
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for War whether, seeing that several | excluded. No warranty is given by the 
officers of the Militia have recently re-| military on receipt of the animals by the 


ceived Army rank for services with 


regular troops in the United Kingdom | 


during the South African War, like con- 


sideration has been, or will be, extended — 


to officers of Volunteers whose services 
were accepted under like conditions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
It has already been decided to grant 
temporary rank to Volunteer officers 
serving at home, and steps are being 
taken to carry this out. 


War Office Works Department Committee. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the Report of the Departmental 
Committee on the reorganisation of the 
Works Department of the War Office 
has yet been made; and, if so, can he 
say when he proposes to commence the 
work of reorganisation, if any is recom- 
mended. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Committee has reported, and the 
Report is being carefully conside. ed. 


South Africa—Government Loans to 
Boers. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether loans granted to the 
Boers in the Harrismith district of South 
Africa are partly in money and partly in 
kind; if so, will he state what value is 
placed respectively on oxen and mules 
thus supplied; are the animals sub- 
mitted to examination by a veterinary 
surgeon prior to the transaction being 
completed, and is a warranty given that 
they are sound. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) | 


Loans to Boers are made, as a rule, one- 
third in cash and two-thirds in kind, to 
ensure the re-stocking of the farms 


instead of money being applied to the | 
Johannesburg Town Council, proposing 


payment of debts. The values placed on 


oxen and mules are the cost prices, so | 
| of the land values of the town. 


deductions for loss or cost of forage. | 


far as can be ascertained, without 
The animals are not submitted for 
veterinary examination, but passed on to 
farmers in exactly the same condition as 


received from the military, all sick being 


Colonial Government, nor by the Govern- 
ment on transfer to the farmers. 


Education Bill—School Teachers and 
Membership of Municipal Bodies. 
Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether, in the 
event of the Education Bill now before 
Parliament becoming law, school teachers 


will be precluded from becoming mem- 


bers of a County Council or members of 
the council of a county borough; and, 
if they are not precluded from the 
membership of these Councils, will they 
be allowed to serve on the new educa- 
tion authority. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
Teachers in schools provided by the 
local education authority will be clearly 
disqualified from being members of the 
County Council, Borough Council, or 
Urban District Council, which is the 
local education authority. This is the 
effect, as regards County Councils and 
Borough Councils, of Section 12 (a) of 


'the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, 


and Sections 2 and 75 of The Local 
Government Act, 1888 ; and, as regards 


| Urban District Councils, of Section 46 


(d) of the Local Government Act, 1894, 
which also applies to the London Borough 
Councils. It is clearly fair that teachers 
in schools not provided by the local 
education authority should be placed in 
the same position in this respect as 
teachers in schools provided by that 
authority. 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South Africa—Johannesburg Local Rates. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the consent 
of the Governor of the Transvaal has been 
given or refused to the ordinance of the 


to raise the local rates on an assessment 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): So far as I am aware 
the levying of rates in Johannesburg is at 
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present governed by the Administrator’s 
Proclamation of the 13th June last, which 
I shall be glad to show to the hon. Member 


Questions. 
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if he desires it and will call at the) 


Colonial Office. 


The Colonial Conference. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
why the speeches of the Colonial Premiers 
delivered at the conference which took 
place at the Colonial Office are not given 
in the Blue-book which has been issued ; 
and whether it is proposed to issue 
supplementary Papers giving full details 
of the proceedings. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : [am obliged 
to the hon. Member for giving me an 
opportunity of contradicting some very 
extraordinary misstatements thatappeared 
in a London daily paper. If he will refer 
to the first page of the Blue-book he will 
find the answer to his question. The 
fact is that the reason for not publishing 
a full report of the proceedings with the 
speeches of the Colonial Prime Ministers, 
was that objection was taken that it 
would be a breach of faith to publish 
what had been from the first treated as 
confidential. The Prime Ministers un- 
animously agreed that the speeches of the 
members of His Majesty’s Government 
and certain Papers should be given. This 
has been done and no further Papers will 
be published. 


Army Commissions. 
CapTAIN NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


War if he will consider the advisability | 


of granting special facilities for promotion 
to commissions of those who, when 
serving as Militia Officers at the time that 
the granting of commissions without 
examination ceased, resigned their com- 
missions and enlisted in order to go on 
active service in South Africa, seeing that 
many of their brother officers who re- 
mained at home in the Militia obtained 
commissions before the close of the war 
without examination. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


ford): 1 am afraid that in view of the. 


large number of supernumerary officers in 
the Army it will not be possible to grant 
any more direct commissions to any class 
of individuals. 
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Captain NORTON : Is the right hon. 
Gentleman willing to grant some special 
facilities for these young men, who are 
very hardly treated ? 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK : What does the hon. 


Gentleman mean by special facilities ? 


CapTaIn NORTON : 
amination. 


Mr. BRODRICK: We cannot modify 
the examination. We can only give 
service marks. 


A modified ex- 


Army Officers’ Pay. 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL TUFNELL (Es- 
sex, S.E.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he will consider 
the advisability of appointing a Commit- 
tee to inquire into the position, pay, and 
allowances of the combatant officers of 
the Army. . 


Mr. BRODRICK: My hon. and 
gallant friend’s suggestion would require 
to be supported by some reasons for 
instituting such an inquiry. No chanze 
has taken place in the position of officers 
in the Army of recent years, and the 
demand for commissions shows that it 
is impossible to satisfy the large number 
of candidates available. Efforts are 
being made, especially in the cavalry, to 
reduce officers’ expenses, but I fear | 
cannot hold out any hope of a genera 
reconsideration of the pay and pensions 
of officers. 


LIEUTENANT-COLONEL TUFNELL: The 
Army pay of subaltern officers has been 
the same for the last hundred years, and 
is quite inadequate to the position they 
are expected to maintain. 


Training of Recruits—Barrack Accom- 
modation at Omagh. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to abolish the system of transferring 
the details of regiments from the depots 
of the territorial regiment to outlying 
barracks; whether this arrangement 
has been condemned by the military 
authorities ; and whether he will consider 
the advisability of purchasing the disused 
gaol at Omagh, which could be used as 
barracks, and obviate the necessity of 


| sending the details to Enniskillen. 





268 


hon. 
pecial 
0 are 


» hon. 
? 


d ex- 


odify 
give 


(Es- 
etary 
sider 
imit- 
and 
rs of 


and 
juire 

for 
ance 
icers 
the 
it it 
a ber 
are 
y, to 
ar | 
era 
ions 


The 
een 
and 
hey 





269 Questions. 


Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman consider 
the advisability of sending more troops 
to Enniskillen, seeing that three of the 
finest regiments were raised there ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The arrangement 
to which the hon. Member alludes has 
not been condemned. It is in accordance 
with the principles of military adminis- 
tration to send recruits away from their 
depots as soon as their physical training 
is complete, in order that their field 
training may be taken up. There is 
no intention of increasing the barrack 
accommodation at Omagh. 


Army Re-enlistments—Age Regulations. 
Masork RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War what is the limit of age for re- 
enlistment of time-expired men. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The limit of age is 
thirty years for ordinary Army re-enlist- 
ments, and forty years for the Royal 
Garrison regiment. There is no limit of 
age for the reservists rejoining the 
Colours under Special Army Order of 
22nd September last. 


Employment of Reservists in Civilian 
Duties. 

MasJor RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, seeing 
that 80 per 1,000 of an average battalion 
are employed on civilian duties, he will 
consider the advisability of trying the 
experiment tried in the Garrison Artillery 
of thus employing reservists in the Line. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Efforts are being 
made to provide such relief as may be 
possible, but my hon. and gallant friend 
will recognise that any general change 
would cause immense expenditure. 


Naval Gunnery—Practice Ammunition. 
Mr. HARMSWORTH = (Caithness- 
shire): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if he isaware of any instances 
in the Navy of ammunition intended for 
practice firing being thrown overboard. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, 
W.): I have been unable to trace any 
instances of the practice referred to, at 
any rate in the last twenty years. If 
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such instances have occurred they are 
unknown to the Admiralty, but if the 
hon. Member will call my attention to 
any specific case it will be investigated. 


Boys and Able Seamen in the Channel 
Fleet. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty what is 
the proportion of able seamen and boys 
in the Channel Fleet ; and whether he 
will give the proportion of the two 
classes on board H.M.S. “‘ Magnificent,” 
and the number of ordinary seamen. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The follow- 
ing is the proportion of able seamen and 
boys in the Channel Fleet: Able sea- 
men, 79; boys, 21. In H.M.S. “ Magnifi- 
cent” the two classes are in the pro- 
portion, of able seamen, 77; boys, 23. 
The number of ordinary seamen is 176, 
and if these were included in the calcula- 
tion the proportion of seamen to boys in 
this ship would be 89} to 103, which s 
| the same as the proportion of seamen to 
boys in the Channel Fleet as a whole. 





Brussels Sugar Convention. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether any communication 
has been received from the Belgian 
Government with regard to the Brussels 
Sugar Convention since that instrument 
was completed ; whether any of the signa- 
tory Powers have so far decided to, or 
declined to, ratify the Convention ; and 
whether any proposals have been made 
to extend the time for ratification. 





Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester) : The Belgian Govern- 
ment have communicated to us the 
apnouncement that the ratification of 
His Majesty the King of the Belgians 
has been deposited. No Power has 
declined to ratify, and we have no reason 
for anticipating that any of the Powers 
who signed will refuse to do so. The 
reply to the last part of the Question is 
in the negative. 





Mr. LOUGH: Has any change been 
made in the date of the ratification ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: Not that I am 
aware of. 
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Losses through Foot and Mouth Disease. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the| Mr. ARCHDALE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether | President of the Board of Agriculture 
ue will state the rate of the bounty | whether he can state the estimated 
paid by the Province of Ontario on) amount of loss to British and Irish 
the export of beet sugar; whether | farmers by the last outbreak of foot 
any of such sugar comes into the United | and mouth disease due to importation 
Kingdom ; and whether it is proposed to | of cattle from abroad, and the decrease 
take any action in the matter in connec |in numbers in consequence of that 
tion with the Brussels Sugar Convention. | outbreak. 

Tar PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF | 
TRADE (Mr. GrRALD BALFour, Leeds, | Tue PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
Central): No bounty is given by Ontario | OF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanbury, 
on the export of beet sugar. By an Act | Preston): I understand my hon. friend 
of 1901 a sum of £47,000 was set aside *© refer to the epidemic of foot and 
for the temporary payment of a bounty ™mouth disease in Great Britain which 
of } cent. per Ib. on refined beet sugar | !asted from 1880 to 1884, when it was 
produced during the first two years of a | Practically stamped out. During that 


factory’s operations, and of } cent. per period some 336,000 cattle, 370,000 
'sheep, and 37,000 swine wore reported 


lb. on the product of the third year. | ; ; ; 
The exports from Ontario are not sepa- | #8 having been attacked with the disease, 


rately stated, butno considerable quantity | 2nd it was estimated that the direct loss 
of sugar that benefited by the bounty | caused to stockowners could not have 
can have come to the United Kingdom, | been less than £2,500,000. 

since the total export of Canadian sugar | 

(other than maple) to this country dur-| Transfer of Government Departmental 
ing 1901-2 was only sixty tons. Under | Powers to County Councils. 

the Brussels Sugar Convention it would) Mr. PYM (Bedford): I beg to ask the 
be the duty of the Permanent Commis- President of the Local Government 
sion to examine and report to the Powers Board if he will state whether, under 
as to the existence of bounties in various the Local Government (Transfer of 
countries. In no event, however, would | Powers) Bill, powers of Government 
His Majesty’s Government be required Departments could be transferred to a 


to penalise the sugar of a British Colony. County Council in opposition to the 
Meastenien Beteme. _ views of the Departments or of the local 
Mr, STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) : | *U*orities concerned. 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary) Tye PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether 'GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WatTER 
the attention of the Foreign Office | Lona, Bristol, S.): Under Section 10 of 
has been called to the statement the Local Government Act, 1888, the 
made by Dr. Daneff, the Bulgarian | [cal Government Board can make Pro- 
Prime Minister, a few days ago, to the yisional Orders for transferring to the 
effect that all the Powers, with only one | Councils of counties and county boroughs 
exception, were willing to demand the | certain powers and duties of Departments 
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introduction of reforms into Macedonia, 
and were engzged in discussing the best 
means of intervention at the Porte; 
whether he has any information respect 
ing this statement; and can he state | 
which of the Powers are taking part in | 
the negotiation. 

LorD CRANBORNE: I have seen the | 
statement in the newspapers. His 
Majesty’s Government have not received | 


|of the Government and other bodies. 
| This, however, can at present only be 
done generally. The object of the Bill is 
to enable the transfer to be made as 
respects the Council of a particular 
county or borough where the circum- 


| stances may render this desirable, with- 


out its being necessary to deal with 
the Councils of all the counties and county 
boroughs. The consent of the Govern- 





any report on the subject, and they have | ment Departments or other bodies whose 
no information bearing out the state-| powers were proposed to be transferred 
ment mentioned. | would still be required, and the Order 
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would not take effect until it was con- 
firmed by Parliament. Under the Bill 
particular cases could be met where there 
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| next year, if the Board of Public Works 
obtain the necessary funds from Parlia- 
| ment. 


is no objection to the transfer on the | 


rt of the borough or other district 
Councils who would be affected. In the 
event of there being substantial opposi- 
tion on the part of those Councils to the 
proposal, I should 
making a transfer. 


Post Office and the Irish Language. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to: 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


ask the Postmaster General whether, in 
view of the complaints from Dr. Henry, 
of the Gaelic Association, London, as to 
the non-delivery for six or seven days, in 
the county of Sligo, of letters and post- 


eards addressed in Irish, he will consider | 


the advisability of insisting on persons 
obtaining Post Office appointments in 
Ireland having some knowledge of the 
Irish language. 


THe POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): In my opinion there is no sufficient 
reason for requiring a knowledge of the 
Irish language from entrants into the 
Post Office service in Ireland. 


Mr. TULLY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Irish language 
movement is a great and growing one, and 
not to be trifled with ? 


{No answer was returned. | 


Lurgan Post Office. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware that 
the postal and telegraphic business in 


Lurgan is carried on in temporary | 


premises which are in a_ condition 


dangerous to health; and what steps. 


have been taken to proveed with the 


erection of the new post office buildings | 
be taken in the matter. 


on the site purchased two years ago. 


Mr. AUSTEN 


CHAMBERLAIN: | 


Mr. TULLY: Is the right hon. 
‘Gentleman aware that these temporary 
| premises are simply a hoarding used for 
_ pasting up Crimes Act Proclamations ? 


not contemplate | 


|No answer was returned. ; 


Compensation for Malicious Damage. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 


aware that at Sligo Quarter Sessions on 


30th October last Mr. Robert Sproule 
was granted a decree for £6 for damage 
done to a mare, his property; and that 
it appeared from the evidence that the 
plaintiff could not get anyone to work 
for him because he was a Protestant and 
refused to join the United Irish League ; 


/ and will he state what steps, if any, the 


Government intend taking in the matter. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuHam, Dover): Com- 
pensation was awarded, as stated, to Mr. 
Sproule, whose evidence was to the effect 
mentioned. The County Council has 


appealed, I understand, against the de- 


cision of the County Court judge, and I 
am precluded, therefore, from discussing 
the case. 


Ballaghaderreen Publican’s Licence. 

Mr. TULLY: | beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 


' directed to the case of Mr. James Casey, 


Ballaghaderreen, who was refused a 
transfer of a publican’s licence at the 
last Boyle Quarter Sessions ; and whether, 
in view of the recommendation of the 
County Court Judge to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant to exercise his dispensing powers 
in this case, he can state what action will 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No representations 


There is no reason to suppose that the have been made to the Lord Lieutenant 


temporary Post Office at Lurgan is in a | 
condition dangerous to health; on the | 


contrary the health of the staff is stated 


to have improved considerably since the | 
It is expected that | 
the new building on the site which was) 
acquired in August, 1 01, will be begun | 


office was occupied. 


in this matter. If a recommendation of 
the character suggested were made, it 
would receive the attention due to the 
source from which it came. But I ought 
to. observe that the number of public 
houses in this locality is already very 
large. 
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Mr. ARCHDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that on 
19th July last the Longford Board of 
Guardians, on the Motion of the Chair- 
man, decided to take nocontracts except 
from members of the United Irish League, 
and that a similar motion was agreed to 
at the last meeting of the Sligo Rural 
District Council; and will he say what 
action he proposes to take in the 
matter. 


Mr. ARCHDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, if the attention of the Local 
Government Board has been called}to the 
action of Mayo County Council in giving 
the printing contract to Mr. Walshe, 
Ballina, at £140 5s., though Mr. Thomas 
Chapman, Athlone, tendered at £85; 
and will he say what action they propose 
to take. 


Mr. ARCHDALE: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of {reland whether he is aware that at 
the meeting of the Granard Board of 
Guardians, held to consider the half- 
yearly contracts, the secretary of the 
United Irish League Branch was in 
attendance with his list of members, and 
the names of those tendering were read 
out, and the preference in the contracts 
was given to those who appeared on the 
United Irish League list ; and will he 
say whether he proposes to take action 
in the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My attention has 
been called to the several matters 
mentioned in these Questions. I can best 
revly by saying that proceedings will be 
instituted by the Crown against all local 
bodies who, in breach of the public trust 
they are elected to discharge, endeavour 
to promote the pecuniary interests of 
any political society, or of the members 
ot such a society. This being so, my 
hon. friend will, I think, agree with 
me that itis unnecessary to discuss the 
separate instances brought to my notice 
of a breach of the public trust. 


Irish Dispensary Medical Service. 
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directed to the remarks of the president 
at the annual meeting of the Royal Col- 
lege of Surgeons in Ireland, to the effect 
that the entire Irish dispensary medical 
service stood in need of reform; and 
whether it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to promote legislation in this 
matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have seen a news- 
paper report of the remarks of the Pre- 
sident of the Royal College of Surgeons 
on the occasion referred to. The matters 
discussed by the President are not such 
as can properly be dealt with by means 
of a reply to a Question. 


Congested Districts Board—Sale of Lord 
ilion’s Mansion. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state on what 
grounds the Congested Districts Board 
have advertised for sale the former 
mansion of Lord Dillon at Loughglynn ; 
and why have the private offers been 
declined which were made to turn this 
residence into a local technical and 
agricultural college. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The premises have 
been advertised for sale in pursuance of 
the Board’s desire to obtain as large a 
price as possible for them. The Board 
has expressed its readiness to entertain 
favourably any proposal for applying the 
premises to a useful public purpose. But 


no definite proposal of that nature has 


‘so far been received, and no private 


offers have been declined. 


*Mr. TULLY: Why was the Ros- 
common Offer refused ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No definite pro- 
posal has been made, andit has not been 


| refused therefore. 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief | 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 


*Mr. TULLY: Ifthey apply for it will 
they get it ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Calderwood v. M’Curdy. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 


land whether his attention has been | directed to the case of Calderwood v. 
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M’Curdy, heard at the Lifford Quarter | Amendment, but he would remind the 
Sessions, County Donegal, on 30th | Committee that the object was to make 
October last ; and whether, in view of | it perfectly clear that the Municipal or 
the police evidence on the occasion, it is County Council was the local education 





proposed to take any action under the 


Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) | 
Act to secure the ends of justice in this | 


matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 


MCurdy for £5 damages and assault on | 


the ground that his hat had been 


forcibly taken from him. The judge | 


gave a decree for £1 and indicated that, 


in his opinion, the matter might well | 


have been settled out of Court. 


*Mr. TULLY: Did not the prosecuting | 


counsel state that the Crimes Act should 
be applied to this case? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


Irish Poor Law Superannuation. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether his attention has been | 


directed to the unanimous resolution of 
the Irish Poor Law Association in favour 
of a Superannuation Bill on the basis of 


the liability of the ratepayers being | 


limited to a national rate of a farthing 


in the pound; and whether he is pre- 


pared to afford facilities for the passing 
into law of a measure framed on these 
lines. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. But I 


do not propose to introduce any fresh | 


legislation dur*ng this Session. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 





Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Low THer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 12:— 


* (2.30.) THe SECRETARY oF THE 
BOARD oF EDUCATION (Sir WiLLIAM 


Anson, Oxford University), in moving | 
the Amendment standing in his name, | 


said he did not desire to add much to 


Calderwood sued | 


| authority; that the Education Com- 
mittee was a consultative committee ; 
that the local education authority was 
| bound to consult the committee, but 
/was not bound to take its advice, or 
'even to wait for that advice, if the 
advice were delayed or not forth- 
/coming; and that to meet the con- 
venience of the educational work in an 
area the County Council had nearly 
unlimited power of delegating its duties 
to that committee, except in one very 
important respect, viz., the raising a 
rate or borrowing money. His hon. 
_ friend the Member for East Somerset pro- 
| posed to strike out the words which would 
‘require the local education authority, 
before exercising its powers, to consider 
the report, if any, of its education 
‘committee. He thought it would, for 
' general reasons, be undesirable to omit 
these words. He took it that his hon. 
friend was principally moved by fear 
lest there should be any unnecessary 
delay in carrying out the educational 
work of the area. For his own part 
he thought the words “if any” guarded 
the local education authority against 
that contingency; and when matters 
were urgent the local education authority 
might proceed without the report of its 
committee. The powers of delegation 
which the Government proposed to give 
were very considerable, and, although 
at the outset of the scheme there might 
be difficulties and delays, yet the local 
education authority and its committee 
would soon learn what amount of 
delegation was necessary for the proper 
administration of an area. But there 
were two more important considerations 
'than these. The Education Committee 
was simply a consultative committee. 
| Every matter was to stand referred to 
‘it, but the local education authority 
'was not bound to take its advice. It 
| was important that the local education 
|authority should have placed at its 
disposal the services of the persons best 
fitted toe advise it in the area with which 
it dealt. Was it desirable then to strike 
out words which brought home to the 


the statement he made on the pre- Council that it should, except in urgent 


vious day as to the purport of this 


| 


cases, consider the report of the Education 
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Committee? He had no doubt in his 
own mind that the County and Borough 
Councils would be very desirous of 
getting the best advice and of con- 
sulting their committees on all the points 
on which they were bound to consult 
them, and would, as a rule, be desirous 
of taking that advice, even at the cost 
of some delay in waiting for it. He had 
no doubt, also, that there would be 
found throughout the area persons 
capable of giving advice, who would, 
although they were employed in a merely 
consultative capacity, be willing to give 
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to say that the Amendment, which 
almost amounted to a new Clause, 
would be welcomed on that side of 
the House. He had placed on the Paper 
Amendments identical in form almost, 
and certainly identical in substance, 
When the Bill was first considered, hon. 
Members on that side were alarmed at 
what appeared to them to be the too 
large measure of independence given to 
the Education Committees, and there 
was a general wish on that side of the 
House to modify that provision. There 
were three models which might have 





their services in that respect. He could | heen followed in regard to the relations 
not help fearing that if it were distinctly | of a body like a County Council, or the 
set down in the Bill that the local! Council of a large borough, with 
education authority was under no/ regard to a committee. There was 
obligation even to consider the report of | the ordinary committee of a County 
its committee. it would be a distinct or Borough Council, which had no 
discouragement to the sort of people we executive authority, but was simply 
wanted on these Education Committees. | advisory—a body which could not act on 
One other consideration he would press | its own initiative but had to refer 
upon the Committee. The omission everything it did to the parent body 
which his hon. friend proposed carried | for confirmation and action ; next, there 
with it the suggestion that the Educa-| were statutory committees such as the 
tion Committee had executive powers, | Watch Committees, which were practically 
that everything was to stand referred to | independent in regard to police, and the 
them; and nothing was said about the Asylum Committees, which represented 
Council exercising its power with or/| various Councils and Boroughs, and 
without the report of the committee.) enjoyed an exceedingly large inde- 
The Amendment, he thought, would be | pendence. There were also Joint Com- 
subject to the charge of ambiguity on a | mittees controlling the county police. 
point which he had been particular to The last of these examples seemed to 
clear up the day before—namely, that | have inspired the promoters of the 
the executive in educational matters was | Bill. In addition, however, there was 
the local education authority and not | another class of committees, and hon. 
the Education Committee. He begged! Members on that side of the House 
to move. _ wondered why the Government had not 
taken them as models, since they existed 

Amendment proposed— chiefly in regard to educational matters. 

‘* After the words last inserted, to insert | Accordingly, the Amendment which he 
the words ‘(2) All matters relating to the | placed on the Paper was practically a 
exercise by the Council of their powers under | revival of the words of the Technical 
this Act shall stand referred to the Education | Instruction Act, and he was glad to say 


Committee, and the Council, before exercising | ’ eae” 
such powers, shall consider the report (if any) | that on that principle there seemed 


of the Education Committee with respect to the | now to be something like agreement. 
matter in question. The Council may also| They had now had ten or eleven years’ 
delegate to the Education Committee, with or | experience of the working of that Act, 


without any restrictions or conditions, as they | , 
think fit, any of their powers under this Act, | and the most satisfactory result had 
except the power of raising a rate or borrow- | accrued. They were indebted to the 


ing money.” —(Sir William Anson.) | Government for having met the views 
? - | of the House, and of a large body of the 
Question proposed “That those words | public opinion outside, which desired, 
be there inserted.” while giving full latitude to committees 
| to deal with small matters, that in regard 


Lorpv EDMUND FITZMAURICE/to greater questions, such as the 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) did not hesitate fixing of rates, the borrowing of money 


Sir William Anson, 


—~ ~~ . DH oF 
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and capital expenditure on the schools, 
they should follow the precedent of 
the Technical Instruction Act. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
asked the Government if there was 
any objection to the insertion of the 
words ‘‘ except the power of raising a rate 
or borrowing money” after the word 
“Act.”’ Ifthe committee was not to haye 
the power of raising money it should be 
clearly stated in the Clause. Personally, 
he had always been greatly in favour of 
the County Council being made the 
local authority, because he hoped it 
would tend to economy, but he was 
not quite sure about the committees to 
be appointed under this Bill. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment as amended— 

‘** After the word ‘ Act’ to insert the words 
‘except power of raising a rate or borrowing 
money. ”—-(Mr. Chaplin.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Ba.rour, Manchester, E.) said he had 
no objection to the Amendment. It 
was quite clear that the education 
authority ought to be consulted as to 
the amount of money that was required 


to carry out the schemes to which the | 


education authority was asked to agree. 
No doubt the question of raising a rate 
or borrowing money was a matter which 
did not concern the committee at all. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
asked for a legal definition of the words 
‘stand referred” in the Amendment of 
the Secretary to the Board of Education. 
It appeared to him the obvious mean- 
ing was that the local education 
authority would have no power to act 
in any matter at all until that matter 
had been referred to and dealt with by 
If that were 
so, then he thought the additional 
Amendment of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Sleaford was 
necessary. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 


RopertT Fintay, Inverness Burghs) said 
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the intention was that before action was 
taken on any matter, opportunity must 


be given to the local committee to 


report on it. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): That means that under 
no circumstances can the local education 
authority take independent action. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is just 


what it does not mean. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I cer- 
tainly understood the Attorney General 
to say that their action was to be de- 
pendent on having a report from the 
committee. They are not to act with- 
out first sending the matter to the 
committee. 


Siz ROBERT FINLAY said they were 
bound to send the matter to the Educa- 
tion Committee, which could report if it 
chose, but the local education authority's 
action in the absence of a report would 
be quite untram melled. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: Is it a 
condition precedent to the action of the 


'education authority that they should 


send it to the committee? Can they 
act without sending it to the committee ! 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The effect 
of the word is that ipso facto the matter 
shall be referred to the Education 
Committee in practice, with or with- 
out their report the local education 
authority can take such action as it 
may think fit. 


*Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington) said that under the Clause 
there were two functions—one of re- 
ference, the other of delegation. As he 
understood it, the local education 
authority would be able to delegate 
certain powers and duties inherited 
under Clause 6 from School Boards and 
school attendance Committees to the 
committee, a delegation which would 
have, he presumed, to be approved by 
the Board of Education. Then there 
wonld be left certain other powers and 
duties which came under the head 
of “reference.”” The committee would be 
asked to report on these referred matters 

‘ 
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before the local education authority | 


could take action. The Bill put the 


Reference before the Delegation. He | 
thought it should be the other way | 


about. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They need not 
necessarily report. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
took it that the first part of the Amend- 
ment gave the committee a “right of 
audience,’ such as had been granted 
in schemes to the headmasters of great 
schools, enabling them to attend and 
place their veiws before the 
governing bodies. Assuming that that 
was the correct interpretation of the 
Amend ment,the local education authority 
would have the entire power of delega- 
tion, and if it did so delegate its duties 
the committee would be! able to act 
immediately, possessing as it did, full 
authority from the superior body. 
Although the word “consultation ’’ had 
been used in the debate, he thought 
the powers possessed by the com- 
mittee would be more analogous 
tothose enjoyed by Corporation commit- 
tees which dealt with building, sanitary, 
and kindred matter. The Council or Cor- 
poration reserved to itself the power of 
conforming the action of the Council, and 
that, he took it, would be the case with 
the committee set up under this Clause. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field) said he was in favour of the principle 
of the Government Amendment. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : Order, order ! The 
Amendment of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Sleaford is now before 
the Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We are quite 
willing to accept that. We had better 
do so, and thus clear the way for the 
discussing of the Amendment of my hon. 
friend the Secretary to the Board of 
Education. 


(3.0.) Sir 
thought the words of the Amendment 
moved by his right hon. friend the Member 
for Sleaford were totally unnecessary. He 
desired to make two or three observa- 
tions on the Amendment which was pro- 


posed by the Secretary to the Board of | 


Education, 
Sir Joseph Leese, 
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*THeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! [| 
think we had better dispose of the 
Amendment to the Amendment first. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) contended 
that the words of the right hon. Gentleman 
did not improve the proposal of the 
Government at all, because they were 
acts which could only be done by the 
Council and would not come under the 
reference as a matter of course. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR. said that 
although the change was not a very 
great one it was in the right direction. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
District) said his right hon. friend was 
hardly correct in saying that the powers 
reserved to the County Council were 
broader than those contained in the 
Amendment. He undersiood that the 
object of the Government was to give a 
free hand to the local education authority 
in the raising of the rates and the 
borrowing of the money. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said if this committee was not 
to consider the raising of the rate and 
how much money was to be borrowed, 
what could it do? The result of putting 
in these words would be that this com- 
mittee could not consider the rate to be 
levied to carry out its own policy, and its 
own recommendations would have to be 
referred to the Finance Committee. 
What harm could there be in a com- 
mittee of this sort considering their own 
expenditure? Why should they not be 
allowed to consider it 1 


Mr. M‘KENNA' contended that in the 
event of the committee not reporting, 
the local education authority would not 


be able to raise a rate to carry out the . 


liability imposed upon them under 
Clause 6. He heartily agreed with the 
Amendment. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said that 
as the matter stood, except as to the 
raising of the rates and the borrowing 
of money, all the powers conferred upon 
the local education authority must be 
referred automatically to the Education 
Committee before any executive action 
|could be taken by the County Council. 
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He did not see why this should be made 
obligatory. That the County Council, 
whether in the case of provided or non- 


provided schools, would take the oppor: | 
| 


tunity of inquiring from the Education 
Committe what its advice would be was 
practically certain, but he could conceive 
cases in which the local authority would 
have to act with speed. Surely it would | 
be better for the smooth working of the 
Act that it should not be compelled in | 
all cases, except in financial matters, to | 
refer to the Council but should exercise | 
its own discretion. He begged to move. 





Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 
“In line 2, to leave out the words 


stand’ in order to insert the words ‘may be.’ 
—Mr. Brynmor Jones, | 


‘ shall 


” 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘shall stand’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 


*Sm WILLIAM ANSON said this 
Amendment struck very deep at the 
object of the Bill. They desired to 
obtain for the local authority the best 
assistance the district could afford. If 
people who could give such assistance 
were willing to serve it was important 
that the advice of the Education Com- 
mittee would come from a body which 
had the whole educational policy of the 
area before it. Everything ought to be 
referred to the Education Committee, and 
then they would be able to give such 
advice as the local education authority 
might very well follow. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT said 
that this question depended upon the 
constitution they were going to make 
of these advisory bodies. If, as a great 
many hon. Members desired, a large 
proportion of the Education Committee 
consisted of members of the council, then 
they would have’ the advantage of the 
knowledge and experience of those 
members. If they were going to give, | 
as they ought to give on these advisory 
bodies, a majority which would consist 
of members of the Council, then they 
would have a voice in any decision 
which the Council might take. If 
they were really going to give to the 
Council power which the education 
authority ought to have, they ought 
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not to exclude them from any inde- 
pendent action in the first instance which 
they thought fit to take. It was an un- 
necessary derogation from their authority 
to say they should never act without 
referring this matter to the authority. 
Therefore, why exclude them altogether 
except under circumstances in which the 
supreme education authority might think 
fit to take the matter into its own hands. 
One could conceive local circumstances 
which would make it highly desirable 
that the education authority, in some 
instances, should keep its power to deal 
with these matters on its own initiation. 
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Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said his objee- 
tion was not so much to the word “ shall” 
but to “stand.” Suppose, for instance, 


| that there was a complaint of the violation 


of the Conscience Clause inacertain school. 


| Thatcomplaint would have to be forwarded 


to the Education Committee, and they 


'might smother it if they desired and not 


report it to the Council at all. The 


| Council, having no report, would have no 


knowledge of the question which had 
been raised, and it would take away from 
the Council the power of hearing an 
appeal on some question that had been 
raised. He did not wish action to be 
taken without reference to the com- 
mittee unless it had failed to deal with 
some matter. His objection was not to 
the word “ shall,” but to the word 
“stand.” He suggested that it might be 
altered to “shall be referred,” for that 
would enable the Council to send the 
appeal with an instruction to deal with it. 
In this House they sometimes gave an in- 
struction to a Committee, but by the 
wording put forward by the Government 
he took it that action of that kind would 
be impossible if the word “stand” re- 
mained in the Clause. It would then be 
within the official knowledge of the 
Council, before beimg referred to the 
Committee, so that if the committee 
failed to do their duty in reporting on the 
matter, the Council would be able to take 
action to remedy the neglect of the com- 
mittee. 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) said 
there was no doubt that in the vast 
majority of cases the County Council 
would consult the Education Committee, 
but there might be cases where the 
County Council would desire to act at once 
_withouta reference of that kind. Other- 
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wise a matter which must be disposed 
of in a few minutes would have to come 
before the County Council at one of its 
quarterly meetings. By the Amendment 
as it now stood it would be referred to 
the Education Committee, and probably, 
owing to the technicalities, it would not 
come before the County Council until a 
meeting three months after that. As a 
matter of fact there might be instances 
in which it would be highly desirable 
that the County Council should act at 
once. He hoped the Government would 
accept the Amendment that “shall 
stand ” should be altered to “ may be.” 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) asked the Attorney General 
whether the words as they stood might 
have the effect of excluding from the 
knowledge of the council any matter re- 
ferred to the Education Committee. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: It must come 
before the County Council. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER said he under- 
stood that nothing could come before the 
Council except upon a report from the 
committee. The ordinary course in the 
eenduct of the proceedings of public 
bodies was that a matter should in the 


first instance come before the council. | 


What would be the effect in the first 
instance of these words ? 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said the matter 
would be communicated to the clerk of 
the council and he would be bound to 
send it to the Education Committee. The 
committee might report, and if they re- 
ported, of course, that report would be 
considered, but if they did not report at 
all the local education authority might 
act entirely for themselves. [An How. 
MemBeR “ No.”] The words were “and 
the council, before exercising any such 
powers, shal! consider the report (if any) 
of the Education Committee with respect 
to the matter in question.” [An How. 
MEMBER “ They are not bound to report. ”] 
The committee might not report, but he 
apprehended that they always would re- 
port. The Government had provided 
for the possibility of the Education Com- 
mittee delaying action. If after a 
reasonable time there was no report, the 
County Council would take the matter 
into their own hands and deal with it. 


Mr. Stevenson. 
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| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the ex. 
planation given on behalf of the Govern- 
ment was better than the statement 
in the Bill. There was nothing in the 
Amendment that would indicate that 
the lapse of time made any difference 
at all. All it said was that the Counail 
“shall consider the report (if any).” 
What was a reasonable time? If the 
council had absolute power why should 
not that be stated here? One thing was 
clear from the statement of the 
Attorney General, and that was that the 
Council had no initiative in the matter, 
Suppose a letter came with regard to the 
Conscience Clause, or it might be with 
regard to the affairs of a voluntary 
school, it would be sent by the clerk of 
the council to the committee. It would 
stand referred to the committee without 
any action on the part of the Council. 
He did not think that should be the 
case at all. He asked the Prime 
Minister or the Parliamentary Secretary 
to state whether the council would have 
|the power of giving an instruction to 
‘this committee with regard to the 
| carrying out of their functions. Accord- 
|ing to the Amendment the report of the 
| committee was a condition precedent on 
| any action on the part of the council, 
and according to the Attorney General 
| they could only act either after a report 
had been received, or after a reasonable 
time had elapsed without the committee 
reporting. How could they give an 


| instruction if that was the case ? 











| *Sir WILLIAM ANSON: They 
| delegate. 
| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said they 
could only act in the two contingencies 
| stated by the Attorney General, and if 
that was the case they could not give an 
instruction to the committee at all. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said the 
matter might be referred to the 
Education Committee with an instruction 
accompanying the delegating power to 
act for the Council. 





Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it did not 
come before the council at all. That 
was exactly the difference between his 
hon. friend’s Amendment and that of 
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the hon. Baronet. The hon. Baronet’s | 
Amendment said— 

“ All matters relating to the exercise by the 
Council of their powers under this Act shall | 
stand referred to the Education Committee, | 
and the Council, before exercising any such 
powers, shall consider the report (if any)of the | 
Education Committee with respect to the 
matter 1n question. | 
If a letter were addressed to the Clerk of | 
the County Council with regard to an 
infringement of the Conscience Clause it 
would ‘stand referred” to the Education 
Committee, and thereafter it could only 
come before the Council in the two ways 
indicated by the Attorney General, 
assuming the hon.and learned Gentleman’s 
interpretation to be correct, but that was 
a matter on which he respectfully differed | 
from him. Ifthe intention of the Govern- 
ment was that it should come before the 
Council they ought to alter these words, 
because by the Amendment as it stood 
they were simply courting delay. By 
referring a matter first to the Education 
Committee, then to the County Council, | 
and afterwards on appeal to the Board of 
Education, a period of twelve months 
might elapse before a final decision could , 
be obtained. 


Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Gloucester, | 
Tewkesbury) said the hon. Member’s | 
Amendment would do exactly the opposite | 
of what he desired to have done, namely, | 
to expedite matters. 


| 


Mr. WHITLEY said that what he | 
proposed was “shall be” instead of “ shall | 
stand. ” 


Sir JOHN DORINGTON said the, 
Amendment before the Committee was | 
to insert the words “may be.” By} 
adopting these words they would get | 
into the very difficulty with regard to| 
delay which they wished to avoid. He | 
supported the view that the words of | 
the Clause should be “ shall stand ” and | 
not “may be.” 


Mr. WHITLEY asked whether the 
(;overnment would be prepared to accept 
the word “ be ” instead of “ stand.” 


“Tur CHAIRMAN: It is making two. 
bites at the cherry. 
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Amendment to the proposed Amend- 


_ ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, as amended— 


**to leave out the word ‘stand,’ and insert 
the word ‘ be.’”— (Mr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘stand’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 


*(3.30.) Sir JOHN BRUNNER said 


that if the words “shall be’ were in 


the Bill he understood that all matters 
would be referred by the Council to 
the committee, who would then pro- 
ceed to take action. If the Attorney 


General were to say that the alteration 
\of “stand” to “be” would have that 
| effect, he would be satisfied. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that if 
“stand” was used, the reference was 
dogmatic, but if “ be” was used it only 
imposed another step. 


*Sm JOHN BRUNNER said it was 
quite a common thing for a local authority 
to instruct their clerk to refer a matter 
sent to him to a committee. 


Mr. BRYCE said that the difficulty 
of his hon. friend the Member for 
the Northwich Division evidently was 
that the County Council might not 
know the matter that was referred 
to—that the machinery of the Amend- 
ment would be much too automatic. 
Was there anything in the words 
of the Amendment which would pre- 
vent a general instruction being given 
to the clerk ? 


Str ROBERT FINLAY thought it 
was clear that the Council might order 
their clerk to inform them at their next 
meeting of all that had been done. 


Mr. BRYCE: Would they discuss it ? 
Sik ROBERT FINLAY: Certainly. 
Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 


field) said that for the first time in the 
history of local government and legisla- 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said he/tion upon it by this House, it was pro- 


wished leave to withdraw his Amend- | 
ment. 


VOL. CXIV. [FouRTH SERIES. | 


posed to say that the local authority 
| should not deal with any question of 


K 
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which it was the ultimate arbiter) Gentleman toinsist on these words, because 


and judge, until a subordinate portion 
of the authority had first considered it. 
In no other branch of local Government 
dealt with by any of the great municipal 
corporations or County Councils of the 
country, or by any poor-law authorities 


of the country could they find laid down | 


in any legislation that the major authority 
should not deal with any business until 


a subordinate portion of that authority | 
That was the | 


had first dealt with it. 
principle of the proposal made by the 
Government. 


*TuoeE CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
now is that the word “stand” shall be 
left out in order to insert “ be.” 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE said that 
the question was whether the word 
“stand ” should be allowed to form part 
of the original Amendment. The effect 
of allowing the word “ stand ” to remain 
would be that all matters before being 
considered by the local authority should 
be first considered by the Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
wish to interrupt the hon. Gentleman, 
but it seemed to him that the hon. 
Gentleman's argument, whatever its 
value might be, would be equally ap- 
plicable to the original Clause and the 
Clause as amended. 


Stir JAMES WOODHOUSE said he 
was afraid the right hon. Gentleman did 
not see the effect of the original or substi- 
tuted words. The substituted words 
would make this difference, that it would 
cause the matter to come before the 
local authority, and the local authority 
could express its opinion upon it by way 
of instruction to the committee. He 
asked all those hon. Members in the 


House—and he saw a good many on. 


both sides—who had great experience in 
local government, either in municipal 
corporations or County Councils, what 


they would think if on any other question | 


oflocal Government,their County Councils 
or municipal corporations were debarred 


| 


from considering a subject at their meet | 
/point out the difference between the 


ings until it had first been considered and 
reported on by a subordinate authority or 
a committee. He did not believe that it 


was worth the while of the right hon.| deny the proposition that the 


Sir James Woodhouse. 


| they all knew that the practice of the 

local authorities was to refer all matters 
| to the particular committees which dealt 

with them. There was a provision in 

the Municipal Corporations Act that all 
| questions to be considered by committees 
| should first come before the Corporation, 
Surely they could trust such great local 
authorities as the Corporations of Liver- 
pool, Manchester and Birmingham, to say 
whether or not a committee should con- 
sider a particular matter first. But by 
this Clause the Government said “No, 
the corporation must not consider it until 
| the committee has first done so.” 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
hoped the Government would consider 
the appeal made by the hon. Member for 
Huddersfield, who was such a_ high 
authority on the subject of local govern- 
ment. He was sure that the object of 
the Government must be to conciliate 
those great local authorities. Why in 
the world should they not have the 
power of reference to these com- 
mittees ? It should be remembered what 
these committees would be. They would 
be largely aliens to the primary authority, 
because they were to consist, to a great 
degree, of outsiders, and why give a 
greater prerogative to a part than to the 
whole? Was that a wise thing to do? 
Did the Government think that that 
would induce those local bodies to look 
with more favour on the administration 
of this Bill? What the word “stand” 
excluded was the power of the local 
authority to direct the committee. Take 
the case of a complaint under the Con- 
science Clause. The local authority might 
think that that was a matter which should 
be speedily decided, but, as the Clause of 
the Government stood, the local authority 
could not send the matter to the com- 
mittee with instruction to look imme- 
diately into the matter and report at 
once, and as the local authority only met 
once in three months the delay would be 
very serious. This question went to the 
root principle of the power of the local 
authorities in this country. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he wished to 
effect of the word “shall” and the word 
“be.” The Attorney General would not 
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“stand” prevented the access of the rate- 
payers direct to the Council which they 
had elected. The representation of the 
ratepayers would automatically bereferred 
to the committee and it would only come 
within the knowledge of the Council 
when it was reported on by the com- 
mittee. What he wished to protect was 
the right of the ratepayers to have access 
to the men they had elected. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
the object of the hon. Member would 


be better carried out by the word 
“stand.” The hon. Member aimed at 


two things—in the first place, that the 
education authority should be seized 
of what was going on ; and, in the second 
place, that there should be no undue 
delay. Under the word “stand,” the 
Education Authority would be seized of 
what was going on, and could of course, 
discuss what was goingon. If the word 
“be” were substituted for “ stand,” that 
would be introducing another link in the 
general administrative chain, which could 
only lead to delay. Take the case of a 


matter, regarding which authority had 
heen delegated to the committee. Under 


the word “stand,” it would go before the 


Council and before the committee; the 
Council might not meet for two or three 
months, but meantime the committee 
would ecnsider it. If the case were of 
a different character, and dealt in a 
matter not delegated, then it would go at 
ence before the committee, and before 
the County Council as soon as it met. 
The Council would await the report of the 
committee before taking action, and, if 
that report were too long delayed, it 
would take action on its own account. 
What could be more simple, or more 
expeditious, or what could more amply 
secure both the administrative autonomy 
and power of the education authority, 
and, at the same time, the advisory 
position and dignity of the Education 
Committee ? He hoped the hon. Member 
would not press the matter to a division. 
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which the First Lord of the Treasury had 
lost sight of. He quite agreed that it 
was most important that the Education 
Committee should have power delegated 
to it, between meetings of the County 
Council; but the right hon. Gentleman 
did not realise the importance of reserv- 
ing power to the County Council to raise 
any question it liked. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The County 


Council will have that power. 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE said that, if 
the word “stand” were retained, no 
Member of the County Council would be 
allowed to move a resolution in reference 
to a matter delegated to the Committee. 





| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
| agree with the hon. Member. 


| Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE said that 
| that was the practice in County Councils. 
The Chairman would declare any such 
| resolution out of order; whereas, if 
the word ‘‘ be ” were inserted ; it would 
|reserve to members of the County 
| Council, the same power that they had 
over all other matters of local govern- 





| 
ment. Therefore, it was very important 
| that the word “ be”’ should be substi- 
| tuted. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 


| gomeryshire) said he would not have in- 
| tervened were it not for the interruption 
| of the First Lord of the Treasury during 
his hon. friend’s remarks. His hon. 
friend had stated the practice correctly. 
If a resolution were brought forward on 
a subject which had been referred to the 
committee, then the general sense of 
the Council would refuse to entertain it 
on the ground that it was before the 
committee, and that it would be only 
waste of time to consider it. 


(3.48) Question put. 





Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron | 
Walden) said that there was one point! 


AY 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 





Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Raird, John George Alexander 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 200; 
Noes 100. (Division List, No. 479.) 


ES 

Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour,Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
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Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
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| Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Gretton, John 


Beresford,LordCharlesWilliam | Groves, James Grimble 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 

B own,Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

‘ ampbell,RtHn.J. A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James Lawrence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. | 


Chamberlain, Rt HnJ A(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dorington,Rt. Hon. SirJohnE. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn SirJ.(Mane’r. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay,Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 


| Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 

| Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 

| Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

| Harris, Frederick Leverton 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heaton, John Henniker 

| Helder, Augustus 

Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F.(Shetfield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

| Howard,.John(Kent,Fav’rsh’m 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Hey wood 

Kemp, George 

Kennaway.Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Leeky, Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.{Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 


| Maedona, John Cumming 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


, M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh, W 


M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire) 


| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Sah aliaene, Sobatiengueenten 
| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 

| Milner,Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. 


Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W | 


Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gore, Hon. 8. F.Ormsby-(Line. 
Goulding, Edward Altred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE. W(B’ryS.Edm’nds 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Moon, Edward Robert Paey 

More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 

Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 

Morrell, George Herbert 

| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHn. A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 


NOES 


Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) | Cawley, Frederick 


srunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burt, Thomas 


Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry Caine, William Sproston 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Caldwell, James 

srigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 


Cameron, Robert 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Edwards, Frank 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.)} 
O'Doherty, William ‘ 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton. John S. G. 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James-(Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler. Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, ey! S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,Abel H..( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(Novth’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward ) 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M‘Tageart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt Hn JG(Oxf’d Univ 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond,Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamH. 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Whiteley, H.(Asht’n-und-Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley,Rt Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham -Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
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Evans, Samuel 'l’, (Glamorgan) | 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Moss, Samuel 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton | Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam | Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham | Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, F.) 


Harwood, George 


Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Partington, Oswald 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | Paulton, James Mellor 
| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden.) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | Philipps, John Wynford 
| Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 


Helme, Norval Watson 


Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea | Rigg, Richard 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt Francis 


Rea, Russell 


Leng, Sir Jehn 
Levy, Maurice 


(4.5.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Gla- 
morganshire, Mid.) said the Amend- 
ment which he now proposed to move 
was necessary, if not almost consequential. 
He moved to insert after the word 
“committee” the words “ who shall con- 
sider the same forthwith and report 
thereon with despatch to the Council.” 
It was unnecessary to make any long 
observations with regard to this Amend- 
ment, because the necessity for it had 
been duly pointed out in the speeches 
made upon the previous Amendments. 
The object was to prevent delay: and 
the principle that there should not be 
much delay having been laid down, there 
was no reason why the principle should 
not be put into the Bill by the insertion 
of these words. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would see their way to accept the 
Amendment he now begged to move. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

‘*In line 2, after the word ‘committee’ to 
insert the words ‘ who shall consider the same 
forthwith and — thereon with despatch to 
the council.’ ”—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


*Mr. CHANNING  (Northampton- 
shire, E.), in supporting the Amend- 
ment, said there was one very im- 
portant question which he would be 
glad if the Government could enlighten 
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Lloyd-George, David 

Ellis, John Edward Logan, John William 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 

Markham, Arthur Basil 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William | Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Soares, Ernest J. 


| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 

| Roe, Sir Thomas 

Leese,SirJosephF.(Accrington | Runciman, Walter | 

| Schwann, Charles E. Mr. 

| Shackleton, David James 
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Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

| Shipman, Dr. John G. 

| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 

| Sluau, Thomas Henr 


Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
| Stevenson, Francis S. 
| Srachey, Sir Edward 


Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
| Thomas, F. Freeman-(Hastings 

Thomas,.J A(Glamorg’n,Gower 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

Wason, Eugene 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

Whiteley, George (York, W.R) 


Reid,SirR. Threshie (Dumfries) | Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Rickett, J. Compton 


| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T.(Huddersf'd 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Whitley and Mr. 
Humphreys-Owen. 


the House upon. How often would the 
County Committees be prepared to sit 4 
Those who were acquainted with the 
procedure of the School Boards would 
know that, as a rule, a School Board 
met fortnightly and that in the alternate 


weeks the various committees of the 
Board met to deal with current 
matters. If this matter was to be left 


vague and uncertain there was great 
force in the Amendment. If, on the 
other hand, they were to understand 
that the committee would be called 
together at not too great intervals of 
time, then they would know that these 
matters would be automatically considered 
and reported on within a reasonable time. 
He hoped the Government would throw 
some light upon this matter. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he under- 
stood that if there was any delay the 
County Council could act on its own 
initiative ; but he did not think that 
appeared on the face of this Amendment 
of the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
tion. Would the hon. Gentleman make 
that clear by the insertion of words ? 


Mr. BRYCE said the difficulty under 
which they had laboured with these 
committees in the last three Amendments 
had been the same, and that was that 
these committees would be given a quite 
independent position. If it was to be a 
committee of the County Council in the 
ordinary sense, and one that could be 
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told when to report, a committee with | 
regard to which the County Council | 
could dismiss some of the members if they | 
chose, these difficulties could not arise. | 
The Government in this case would see 
that some uncertainty existed in the 
minds of the education authorities in the 
country, and he desired to know whether 
the local education authorities would be 
able to give general powers to these 
committees. He thought many of these 
difficulties would not arise in practice, 
because in most cases the matter would 
be settled by the delegation given in 
another portion of the Clause. But as 
this was a power of reference he thought 
it was desirable that the Attorney General 
should express the views of the Govern- 
ment clearly. 


Education 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said the hon. 
Member for East Northamptonshire had 
asked how often it was contemplated the 
Education Committee were going to meet. 
That, of course, must depend upon the 
amount of business they had to do. He 
rather deprecated laying down a hard and 
fast line forall parts of the country, but 
he should say they would meet as often as 
the School Board did now. With regard 
to the question of the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon as to the initiative of the 
County Council under given circumstances, 
and to the question of the right hon. 
Member for South Aberdeen, what was 
contemplated was this ; if the report did 
not come up in proper time the local 
education authority itself should act, and 
he would suggest to the consideration of 
hon. Members whether some such words 
as these would not remove all doubt in 
the matter. The Clause would then read 
thus : 

“ All matters relating to the exercise by the 
Council of their powers under this Act shall 
stand referred to the Education Committee, 
and the Council, before exercising any such 
powers, shall, unless in their opinion the matter 
is urgent, receive and consider the report (if 
any) of the Education Committee with respect 
to the matter in question.” 


Mr. BRYCE thought those words were 
a great improvement, and they went 
to show that the discussion on the last 
few Amendments had not been wasted. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS pointed out 
that, except by implication, these words 
did not tell the committees that they were 
to report. His Amendment said they 


Mr, Bryce. 
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were to “report with despatch” to the 
authority. Heregretted the Government 
would not accept the Amendment. 


Question put and negatived. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said that owing to the very recent 
time in which the Clause had been re- 
modelled by the Government, it had been 
impossible for those representing County 
Councilsto consideritinits newshape. The 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of the Boaid 
of Education had said the County Councils 
would be their own executive. He sub- 
mitted that in large counties it would be 
practically impossible for them to be their 
own executive in educational matters. 
Owing to the size of the Councils, and the 
working of this Bill, it would be impossible 
to carry it out, unless there was a large 
amount of delegation. There were many 
details which no County Councils would 
require to have brought before them, and 
if these committees were to have to 
report all the details, the agenda would 
become most voluminous. The words of 
the Amendment as they stod1 would make 
many cases play into the hands of obstrue- 
tionists on the Councils, and _ reports 
might be delayed in matters with which 
immediate action was necessary. The 
question of consent to the appointment of 
a teacher, for instance, was a matter which 
could not be delayed for months until the 
Council covld deal with it; it required to 
be dealt with at once by the committee. 
If every matter of that kind, which in 
ninety-nine cases out of a hundred would 
not raise any question of fierce controversy 
or political difference, had to be delayed 
until it could be brought before the whole 
Council, administration would be greatly 
embarrassed and serious complaints would 
arise. The Secretary to the Board of 
Education had used the expression “except 
in urgent cases,” but there was no such 
exception made in the Clause. The 
words as they steed were far too 
wide, and he suggested it would be 
better that the Clause should read “to 
the Education Committee, andthe Council 
may delegate,” and so on, ‘“‘and subject 
to such delegation the committee shall 
report tothe Council.” His only object 
was to have words inserted which 
would smocth the working of the Act in 
large | counties, and he hoped the 
Government would accept his remarks 
in the spirit in which they had been 
made. 
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Amendment proposed to the proposed | 
Amendment— 

‘*Tn line 2, to leave out from the word ‘and’ 
down to the word ‘the’ in line 4.”—(Mr. 
Henry Hobhouse.) 


Question proposed ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


Stir EDWARD STRACHEY (Som- 
ersetshire, S.) said it was clear from his 
explanation of the Amendment that the 
hon. Member for East Somersetshire feared 
that the Councils would interfere unduly 
with the Education Committees. The 
evident intention of the Government was 
that these committees, like all other com- 
mittees of the County Council, should be 
subject in all things to, and liable to be 
corrected, if necessary, by the Councii. 
The hon. Member had spoken of ‘* swollen 
agendas” and the difficulty of getting 
through the work. The reports might 
be very bulky, but they would not 
appear on the agenda. One of the 
veasons which had prompted the hon. 
Member’s action was probably his experi- 
ence on the County Council of Somerset, 
where his reports on technical education 
had had sometimes to be strongly 
opposed by the Patronage Secretary to 
the Treasury and himself (the hon. 
Baronet). As to the provision “ play- 
ing into the hands of the obstructionists, ” 
it was occasionally necessary for 
councillors to obstruct when they had 
gentlemen as chairmen of the Technical 
Education Committees who endeavoured 
recklessly to spend the money of the 
ratepayers, and the object of the Amend- 
ment apparently was to lessen the con- 
trol of the ratepayers’ representatives 
over these committees. The practical 
result of the Amendment would be that 
the County Council would have to 
pay the bill, while the Education Com- 
mittee called whatever tune they chose 
and spent the ratepayers’ money with- 
out restriction. It was very necessary 
that these committees should report, 
and that these reports should be con- 
firmed by the Council before money was 
spent. 
oppose the Amendment. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said the hon. 
Member for East Somerset had to‘{a 


{6 NOVEMBER 1902} 


He, therefore, should strongly | 
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certain extent answered his own objec- 


‘tions. He had pointed out that if delay 
_was | kely to take place in matters of 


urgency, extensive powers of delegation 


' would have to be given, and that was 


exactly what the Clause provided for 
two lines lower down. The Govern- 
ment proposed to give the local authority 
/extensive powers of delegation for the 
very purpose of meeting cases of urgency, 
preventing unnecessary delay, and there- 
by obviating the inconvenience feared 
by his hon. friend. Nevertheless the 
Government, while they did not wish 
there to be any doubt or difficulty 
as to the capacity of these two bodies 
to transact with the utmost 
possible celerity the business in 
which they both were interested, would 
be prepared to accept an Amendment in 
the following form if agreeable to the 
hon Member, viz., after ‘powers shall” 
to insert “unless in their opinion the 
matter is urgent, receive and consider the 
report,” ete. The words “if any” would 
then become unnecessary. 


Sir JOHN DORINGTON thought the 
‘words justsuggested made the matter worse 
than before. He feared that those who 
had to administer the Act would consider 
that in all cases they had to report to the 
Council before any powers could be exer- 
cised, and that would constantly doom 
the whole machinery to inaction. The 
words “unless the matter is urgent” 
would only emphasise the point still 
more. Take the appointment of a school- 
master to a post actually vacant. Was 
that a matter of urgency or not? Under 
the powers of delegation given in the 
latter part of the Clause the Education 
Committee might do a great deal without 
reference, if that part of the Clause stood 
alone, but if in the first part it was 
distinctly stated that the Council, except 
in cases of urgency, were to consider the 
report of the committee, a great many 
County Councils would consider that all 
decisions upon matters which went before 
the Education Committee were to be 
brought up for confirmation before being 
carried into execution. That, he thought, 
would place a great stumbling-block in 
the way of the management of these 


committees. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE was glad the 


‘Government had declined to accept the 
Amendment. If they had done so, they 
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would simply have whittled away the 
concession made earlier in the debate, 
viz., that this committee should be a 
committee of the Council, dependent on 
the Council, and that the Council should 
be the supreme authority. Under the 
Amendment, the committee would become 
a sort of statutory body like a watch 
committee, or a joint police committee, 
or one of the county governing bodies in 
Wales, having power to act independently, 
without the sanction of the authority. 
The fears of hon. Members as to delay 
were groundless, because the powers of 
delegation in this matter would be the 
same as in others. In small matters the 
committee would have complete power, 
but matters of substance would have to 
be reported upon tothe Council. Questions 
of principle would be settled by the | 
superior authority, but matters of routine | 
would be left to the committee. As to | 
the Amendment of the Attorney General, | 
he thought it would not in any way | 
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majority of the people in whose interests 
they were supposed to act. If they had 
to give an account of their stewardship 
to a body of electorsthey would probably 
act differently to what they would other- 
wise do. It was quite possible under this 
Bill that a majority of those acting on 
these Committees which would be prim- 
arily responsible for education within 
that area would be men who had not 
been elected by a vote of the ratepayers 
and had perhaps never come into con- 
tact with them. They might have too 
much expert representation. The Welsh 
system was getting too much under the 
influence of experts, and there was a 
general complaint that against the highly 
scientific and technical experts the 
ordinary laymen had no chance. If they 
overloaded these Boards with experts 
who took a high scientific line they 
would not get an efficient educational 
system. These experts were always run- 


interfere with the expeditious working | ™"8 fads of their own. What they 
of the scheme. It would simply give | W@0ted was a majority of the repre- 
power to the Council in matters which | Se@tatives of the people to avt like jury- 
they decreed to be urgent, and they, | ™en on the jury system. It was a very 
after all, were the judges of urgency. | 800d thing to have such men on the 
So far from interfering with the expedi- | Board asassessors, but the majority should 
tion, he thought it would tend to smooth | consist of the ordinary typical repre- 
matters and help the scheme to work well | sentative of the electors. This would 
| give them a much more healthy system 

(4.30.) Sin JOSEPH LEESE thought | than a policy run by experts. He 
the words suggested should not be| thought it was important that they 
accepted, because, if they were inserted, | Should have on these boards men who 
the County Council would be controlled | had got a direct sense of responsibility 
by its own committee. | to the rates they were spending to whom 
they were responsible. That was one of 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE asked leave 
to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


the reasons for which he urged this 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 33, to leave out  sub- 





Section (a), and insert, (a) ‘ That a majority 
Amendment proposed to the proposed | of the committee shall be members of the 
Amendment— Council.” ’—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 
“ In line 3, to leave out the words ‘ if any.’” (Juestion proposed, “‘ That sub-Section 
—(Sir Robert Finlay.) (a) stand part of the Clause.” 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said that 
_" Willi » : + ,|the Government were agreed in de- 
4 peaks es pa Pes as | siring that amajority of the Education 
as ’ . ‘ | Committee should be members of the 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he desired | local authority, and the form of words 
‘o move the Amendment standing in the | Which they were prepared to accept was 
name of the hon. Member for Anglesey. | #8 follows— ; 

The danger of having an irresponsible | “‘ For the appointment by the a “ a 
body was that they were not disposed | [°2%*® majority of the Committee who shal 
7 ’ arn po | be members of the Council unless the Council 
to take into account the opinion of the | shall otherwise determine.” 
| 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


Amendment agreed to. 
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The Government left it optional to this 
extent that if the local Education Com- 
mittee deliberately, by express resolution, 
decided that it would not have a 
majority of its own body on the Com- 
mittee, it should be competent for them 
to take that course. 


(4.45.) Stk WILLIAM HARCOURT 
said he was afraid that the words 
suggested by the Government only 
showed the weakness of their proposal. 
Hon. Members knew perfectly well that 
this business, especially in the rural 
districts, would be heavy and irksome. 
When they considered that this com- 
mittee would be expected to meet 
frequently, and that the meetings would 
probably be held in the county town, 
it might be very convenient for the 
members of the County Council, whose 
residences were some distance away, to 
say that it would be very much better 
to leave men behind them as substitutes 
in order to avoid the necessity of attend- 
ing themselves on those occasions. He 
could perfectly see that this provision 
might be very generally adopted. He 
did not think that ought to be allowed 
if they wanted to maintain the principle 
that a majority were to be men respon- 
sible to the ratepayers, and that was the 
vital question. They knew perfectly well 
what this delegation would be. The 
people who would really do the adminis- 
trative work of this measure were the 
people who lived in the immediate neigh- 
bourhood of the place where the meetings 
were to be held, because people who lived 
in the districts would not attend unless 
they were under obligation to do so. 
By the proposal of the Government the 
committee, instead of being representa- 
tive of the ratepayers of the whole 
county, would be representative really 
only of those who lived in the locality 
of the county town. The business would 
fall into the hands of a very narrow 
circle of people living around the place 
where the business was done. That was 
a practical disadvantage which would 
arise in the working of the Bill, and they 
ought to maintain on a sound principle 
that a majority should be elected by the 
ratepayers. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, N.) 
said he was bound to say, as far as the 
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large communities were concerned, that 
the Government proposal was very much 
better than the Amendment proposed 
from the opposite Benches. The work of 
the Councils, especially in the large com- 
munities, had most enormously increased 
since their establishment, and indeed 
since the last quarter of a century. They 
worked, as the House was aware, through 
committees. Recently they had estab- 
lished free libraries, art galleries. indus- 
trial schools, art schools, technical schools, 
and gas and water committees, the last 
named involving immense work, and 
rearing men of first-class business capa- 
bility. The Councils were now estab- 
lishing workmen’s dwellings, which also 
involved, like many of the committees, 
enormous work. Now Parliament was 
proposing to impose on the Councils the 
control of education. All these things 
had made the Finance Committee one of 
great importance, the expenditure having 
increased and the debts accumulated. 
It was no exaggeration to say that since 
the Municipal Corporations Acts were 
passed the work of these bodies had 
increased twenty-five or  thirtyfold. 
Their zersonnel, however, was not greatly 
improving ; elections were chiefly fought 
on political grounds, and first-class men 
were often rejected—thus their failure to 
pronounce tne shibboleth of a particular 
party. In fact many large munici- 
palities were practically run and con- 
trolled by five or six men. These bodies 
were incapable of taking on greatly 
increased work. It was extremely likely 
that the imposition of these fresh duties 
would be the occasion and cause of the 
reconsideration of their constitution. 


*Strr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Birmingham was not 
a friend of the Bill and preferred the 
School Boards to the local authorities. 
Had he been a friend of the Bill his pro- 
posals would have been strange ones. 
His argument was that the work which 
those great bodies had to perform was 
already sufficient to engage all their 
energies. The ground on which the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire supported the 
Amendment made it necessary to move 
a further Amendment. He spoke of 
elected Members who were in! direct 
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touch with the constituencies, but in 
many counties the aldermen were those 
who had been defeated candidates at the 
election. Therefore they were not in 
direct touch with the electorate. In 
some cases they did not represent the 
opinions of the electorate on certain 
subjects, but in other cases they were 
the very men whom hon. Members 
would wish to have on the committee. 
An Amendment should be made provid- 
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ing that the half or majority who were 


to be in touch with the electorate should | 
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committee there should be a majority 
representing the voting power of the 
district. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that if the 
hon. Member for Anglesey would be 
prepared to withdraw his Amendment, 
an Amendment on the same point 
would be moved by his hon. friend 
behind him which en: bodied the general 
views of the Governmeu . 


Mr. ELLIS GRitrtrilH (Anglesey) 


be really elected members of the Council. | said he was not anxious to have two 
He proposed to move to insert the word | discussions on practically the same sub- 


‘elective’ before ‘‘ members.” 


| jeet, and he was quite willing to with- 


| draw his Amendment. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said there was a| 


difficulty in allowing that Amendment 
to be moved now. The proposal before | 
the Committee was that certain words | 
be left out. He suggested that the best | 
plan would be for the right hon. Baronet 
to move his Amendment as an Amend- 
ment to a proposal which the Govern- 
ment would bring forward later on. 


*Sir CHARLES DILK Esaid he would do 
that. The First Lord of the Treasury, in 
recommending the Bill, had told them that 
it was based on popular election, and that 
the controlling body would be a popularly 
elected body in touch with the people 
and representative of their opinions. 
How very far were they from that 








principle at present! Even with the 
adoption of the Government Amendment 
they would be far from it. The County 
Council divisions were based on a three- 
fold consideration—area, rateable value, 
and population. There was no real re- 
presentation of the opinions of the 
people on account of the fact that area 
and rateable value were factors taken into 
consideration. They were very far from 
popular representation in the constitution 
of the County Councils, but even with 
County Councils so elected upon such 
a franchise and upon such areas—taking 
into consideration rateable value and 
acreage—they did not trust them with 
the administration of this Bill. They 
were only going to allow them as an 
option to have a majority of the com- 
mittee members of the Council. The 
duties to be discharged by the Committee 
were very considerable, and on that | 


Sir Charles Dilke. 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 34, after the word ‘Com- 
mittee,’ to insert the words ‘ who shall also be 


|} members of the Council unless the Council 


shall otherwise determine.’?” —(Sir William 


Anson.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.”’ 


CoLoneEL ROBERT WILLIAMS (Dor- 
setshire, W.) said he was extremely glad 
that the Government hac. proposed the 
Amendment in the form which they had 
now done. This was just one of those 
cases in which they must trust the 
people, and trust the County Councils 
as to what was best for their own 
counties. The circumstances of even 
two adjacent counties might be 
materially different. One county might 
have one view as to how the educational 
work should be carried on, and another 
county might look at it in another way. 
Some of them were in direct touch with 
the schools which they had to manage, 
and in that case the committee might 
be a very large one, because their in- 
terest would be great and it would be 
impossible for all its members to be 
members of the County Council. On 
the other hand, there were cases where 
the County Council might well conduct 
their educational work with a small 
committee, the majority of which would 
be members of the Council and to whom 
the powers of the Council would be 
delegated. He thought the Government 
were quite right to leave it to the 
County Counciis themselves to manage 
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this question, and it seemed to him that , 


it would be unduly fettering the powers 
of the County Councils to adopt any 
other words than those proposed. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH said that the 
only point at issue was as to whether or 
not they should give a direction to the 
County Council as to the constitution of 
the committee. This Bill was full of 
distrust of the local authorities and 
hedged them round with restrictions 
and limitations of their power from 
beginning toend. If they were agreed 
that the majority of the committee 
should be members of the Council there 
was no reason why that should not be 
inserted in the Bill. It seemed to him 
that they were far away from the direct 
control of the ratepayers if they were 
going to appoint a committee consisting 
of three-fourths or seven-eighths of out- 
siders. He trusted the First Lord would 
leave the House itself to decide this 
question, which was not controversial. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said he 
thought it was generally acknow- 
ledged in this country that one of 
the great wants in regard to education 
was lack of popular enthusiasm. But 
they could not cultivate enthusiasm 
unless they insisted on the repre- 
sentatives of the people being closely 
bound up with the administration of 
educational affairs. Without that there 
was great loss to the country. The 
Government had given no indication as 
to why they thought there should not 
be a majority of members of the Council 
on the committee. He could not see 
how the disadvantage of the committee 
having close touch with the people was 
to be balanced by having experts on it. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham) said that this was not 
a matter in which they should indicate 
the proportion of the members of the 
committee which should be members of 
the Council and which should be chosen 
from the outside. After all, that would 
have to be settled by the scheme. It 
was a matter which should be governed 
by the individual circumstances of a 
particular Council or a particular locality. 
lt must be a very pleasing thing in a town 
where the borough councillors 
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| was another method. 


were | 
always ready to attend to matters of this 
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sort. But he was certain that if they had 
to deal with a large agricultural county a 
committee the majority of which was 
selected from the County Council would 
be so large as to be absolutely unwieldy, 
or they would have to leave off the com- 
mittee a very considerable number of 
people scattered over different parts of 
the county. 


(5.10.) Mr. BRYCEsaid that besides the 
two alternatives already suggested, there 
The scheme itself 
might provide that there should be always 
a majority of the committee members of 
the Council unless the Council should 
determine from time totime. He thought 
that would be more in conformity with 
the views to which the Government had 
given expression. On the general question 
he could only say that he had been much 
impressed by the views of the hon. Member 
for North Birmingham, who had pointed out 
with great force the enormously increased 
functions which had devolved on the Town 
Councils. In the main, he thought, that 
was a desirable result, but the conse- 
quence was the heaping of duties on 
duties upon the members, and if a majority 
of the committee were to be members of 
the Town Council the superintendence of 
all matters relating to elementary and 
secondary education would throw on them 
an enormous addition to their already 
heavy tasks. He admitted the difti- 
culty, but, after all, the vital principle 
here was that these bodies must be 
responsible to the people, and unless they 
had a majority of members of the County 
Council on the committee there could 
not be that responsibility. The hon. 
Member for North Birmingham ought to 
have thought of the difficulties. which he 
had pointed out, before supporting the 
Government on this Bill. In the 
Borough Councils the difficulty was one 
of time and in the Urban Councils one 
of space, but this Committee could not, 
even for the sake of avoiding those 
difficulties, forego the vital principle of 
direct responsibility. For these reasons 
he supported the Amendment. 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) 
said with regard to this matter the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite seemed to be 
carried away by sentiment. The re- 
sponsibility to the people might not te 
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direct, but there was an indirect responsi- | and upset by that body—could be said to 


bility which was very real, and really 


amounted tothe same thing. Some things | 
under thescheme to put on its Education 


which were indirect were far more real 
and binding than if they were direct. 


Here they had the County Councils who | 


were the direct representatives of the 
people ; and if these bodies which repre- 
sented the electors chose to select persons 
not upon their body, they had decided a 
difficult and delicate matter as seemed 
to them best. The objection of the 
right hon. Gentleman was a sentimental 
objection which ought to be set aside by 
those who desired to arrive at the best 
educational result. The Committee had 
heard a good deal as to the harm that 
was going to be done by the extinction 
of the School Boards, but the members 
of the School Boards in the large towns 
might still remain charged with the 
duties of education, by becoming members 
of the new Education Committees. But 
if these committees were to be crowded 
with members of Borough Councils, there 
would be no room for the members of 
these School Boards. When we trust 
a body we ought to trust it entirely. 
Having set up the County Council as the 
authority they ought not to say to it, 
““You shall select as we like and not as 
you like.” 


Mr. M‘KENNA said he would agree 
that it was right to trust a body entirely 
if that body was to be responsible to the 
public. What they were asking for was 
real public control and not delegated 
public control. He complained that 
under this Clause a County Council could 
form a scheme under which there could be 
no real public control by another County 
Council which came after them. What 
they asked was that no County Council 
should be able to pledge another County 
Council by its scheme. His real object, 
however, in rising, was to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury to consider the 
appeal made by his hon. friend that this 
matter should be left to the unfettered 
will of the House to deal with. 


*Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) thought 
that much that had been said with regard 
to direct control was beside the mark. 
No committee which had to report to its 
principal body—which might have its 
decisions and recommendations reviewed 


Mr. Talbot. 


have direct responsibility. He was in 
favour of directing the County Council 


Committee a majority of itsown members, 
for the reason that it was not at all 
unlikely that as time went on, if the 
committee was composed of members 
who were not on the County Council, a 
certain jealousy would establish itself 
between the Education Committee and 
the Council, a thing not at all to be 
desired. He had noticed that in London 
the County Council at times almost 
regretted the power they had given to 
the Education Committee, and he felt sure 
that the feeling would have been intensi- 
fied if the majority of that committee 
had consisted of members who were 
not members of the County Council. In 
the interests of education generally, it was 
desirable that it should be laid down that 
a majority of the committee should be 
composed of members of the Council. 
He hoped that that would be the line on 
which the decision of this Committee 
would go, and that when this matter 


| came to be decided, the Government would 


listen to the appeal that had been made, 
and leave it to the unfettered judgment 
of the Committee. 


*Mr. CHANNING said the right hon. 
Member for Oxford University had 
spoken of this asa sentimental grievance. 
That might be so if they were dealing 
with a University. But they were deal- 
ing now with the control of elementary 
education. He recognised the value of 
the concession the Government had made 
so far as it went, but he hoped they 
would give a free hand to their followers 
in the lobby, and that some weight should 
be given to the argument in favour of 
giving unqualified discretion to secure 
that most members of these committees 
should be members of the County 
Council. The greatest merit of the 
School Boards was due to the fact 
that they sprang directly from the 
people and were directly responsible 
to the people. This Amendment was 
supported because if they were in any 
way to preserve the state of things in 
which the grand results of the School 
Board system had been attained, they 
must aim at some system which would 


supply the same direct incentives to the 





etn i ~ i Ee eee de ~~ a ee a, ee 


a —_ oe te an oom 


os | ee Bel 


-— oo ce se ae oe |e Get he ak 


a ee ae ea ae 


a ae ee ae ae eS 


312 


aid to 
‘as in 
uncil 
sation 
n bers, 
at all 
t the 
nbers 
acil, a 
itself 
> and 
to be 
yndon 
most 
on to 
t sure 
tensi- 
iittee 
were 

In 
t was 
1 that 
ld be 
ancil. 
ne on 
1ittee 
atter 
rould 
nade, 
ment 


hon. 
had 
ance. 
aling 
deal- 
itary 
ue of 
made 
they 
we’rs 
ould 
ur of 
cure 
ttees 
unty 

the 
fact 

the 
sible 
was 
any 
's in 
‘hool 
they 
‘ould 
» the 





313 Education 


people co take a direct interest in educa- | 


tion. The people would naturally throw 


themselves enthusiastically into the work | 


of education if they were left free to 
choose for themselves the persons who 


would best conduct the education of | 
One of the gravest | 


their children. 
objections to the scheme of the Bill was 


the inevitable exclusion of Labour repre- 


sentatives. Frequently on the School 
Boards in industrial towns labour repre- 
sentatives had done most efficient work. 
He could bear personal witness to the 
enormous service which Labour repre- 
sentatives had rendered on the School 
Boards. 


Mr. TALBOT: Then why do you 


not leave room for them ? 


Mr. CHANNING said it was far 
better to leave it to the electors of these 


towns to appoint the men whom they | 
had found by experience to be best | 
and who had 


fitted for the work, 
acted locally in the furtherance of edu- 
cation among the working classes. One 
of the startling results of the School 
Boards was the widened 
labouring classes took in education. 
This was demonstrated in the action 
taken by the trades unions and the great 
co-operative societies of this country to 
insist on the maintenance of the School 
Boards, the expansion of higher educa- 
tion under the School Board, and the 
general development of education. This 
was an aspect of the question which the 
committee should weigh well before 
coming to a decision. So far as edu- 
cation was concerned, there was no 
more cogent lever than to rouse the 
active interest of the working classes 
themselves. 


at presentexisted. Evenifthe Amendment 
was accepted, what would happen in the 
rural counties? Certainly, even in a pro- 
gressive county like Northamptonshire, 
they would find a _ disposition on 
the part of the members of the County 
Council placed on these committees to 
absent themselves from the committee, 
and leave the work to be done by the 
experts and permanent officials. That 
would be a serious evil, which would be 


enormously aggravated if the option | 
| upon them. 


were introduced into this Clause. 
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The proposals of this Clause | 
seemedto be avery bad substitutefor what | 
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(5.30.) Sm; JAMES WOODHOUSE 
reinforced the appeal made to the First 
Lord of the Treasury to allow this to be 
an open question. He pointed out that 
the borough local authorities had met and 
unanimously passed a resolution § in 
favour of this Amendment. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE moved to 
amend the Amendment, by substituting 
the word “councillors ” for the expression 
“members of the Council.’’ He explained 
that he had already made his speech up- 
on this Amendment when he moved it 
previously, and he was ruled out of order, 
and, therefore, it was not necessary to 
speak again. He might just, however, 
say that the effect would be to confine 
the proposal to the elected members of 
the Council, and to leave aldermen out. 
They could, however, still be co-opted 
members of the Education Committee. 
He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“To leave out the words ‘members of the 
Council,’ and insert the word ‘ councillors.’ ’’--- 
(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘members of the Council’ stand part of 
the proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was _ not 
aware that there was any analogy in our 
legislation affecting Borough and County 
Councils for any such invidious distince- 
tion between councillors and aldermen as’ 
that proposed by the right hon. Baronet. 
He was sure that it would be a profound 
mistake to introduce it into this Bill. 
He would not argue whether the existing 
system was improved or injured by the 
fact that there were certain members of 
the Borough and County Councils who 
had not the same immediate election by 
the electorate as the councillors ; but, if 
that fact did constitute an injury to the 
system, let them wait for a general recon- 
sideration of the whole scheme. For his 
own part, he suspected that those who 
were practically acquainted with the work 
of the Borough and County Councils, 
whatever their theoretical views, did not 
think the quality of those bodies was 
injured by the fact that aldermen served 
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Mr. SAMUEL EVANS pointed out 
that some of the enlightened County 
Councils of Wales, such as he was 
acquainted with, declined to make any 
one an alderman at all unless he had first 
been elected a councillor, and the practical 
effect of his right hon. friend’s proposal 
would be to exclude from the Education | 
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the Council. As he was not satisfied as 
to what would be the practical result of 
this Clause, he should vote in favour of 
this Amendment. 


. 


(5.43.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 


Committee some of the best members of 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, AugustusH’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-lorster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rv. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bignola, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
3ou-field, William Robert 
Bow es, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
3rown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 





Bull, William James 
3urcher, John George 
Campbell,RtHn.J.A.(Glasgow | 
‘arew, James Laurence 
‘arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
‘autley, Henry Strother 
‘avendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire | 
‘ayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A(Wore 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton | 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cox, [rwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 


lant anttenton 


Noes, 122. 


AYES. 


Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dix’n 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, Wiiliam Haves 
Fietcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry Wiliiam 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
Godson, SirAugustusF rederick 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Go-chen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir E W(BrySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 

Hail, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLord G{ Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,.John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham | 


(Division List, No. 480. 





Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred | 


Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
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Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kennaway, kt Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpuol) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH. (Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Charles W, (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter ( Bristol,S) 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M ‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M ‘Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Maxwell, WJ H (Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
MiddlemoreJohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Kt. Ho. Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthar H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bate 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Col.JohnP.(Galway,N. 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Waiter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 


| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
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Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | 


Samuel, Harry S- (Limehouse) 
Seott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H C( North’mb. Tyneside 


Abraham William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,Charles P(Gloue. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

jrigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
srunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harcourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


(5.57.) Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH, in 
moving the omission of the words “ unless 
the Council shall otherwise determine,” 
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Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strend) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M ‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent,Col. SirC E H(Sheffield 
Walrond, RtHonSir William H. 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 


NOES. 


Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rv. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJ oseph F. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, Jobn William 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M ‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 








Education Committee, as far as 
majority of its members were concerned, 
directly responsible to the ratepayers. 
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| Welby, Sir CharlesG. E (Notts. 


Whiteley,H (Ashton-und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E. R. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. E.R (Bath 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
tobson, William Snowdon 
toe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Johr (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton,John Lawson (Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

White, Luke (York. E. R.) 
Whiteley, George,( York W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T(Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir Charles Dilke and 
Sir Brampton Gurdon. 


the 


said he did not desire to repeat the argu- | This was a matter which did not trench 


ments he had already laid before the 


Committee. The object 





he and his 


on the question of religious education, it 
was simply a matter of government ; it 


friends had in view was to make the} was therefore a question on which the 
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members of the Committee might very 
well be left to exercise their own judg- 
ment without taking Party ties into con- 
sideration, and he appealed to the First 
Lord of the Treasury not to appoint 
the Party Whips to tell in the division. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

‘* To leave out the words ‘ unless the Council 
shall otherwise determine.’” —(Mr. Ellis 
Griffith. ) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have been 
appealed to two or three times in the 
course of this debate to make the pre- 
sent question what is called an open 
question, and not to employ the ordinary 
means by which Party controversy is 
carried on in this House. I do not think 
that is a judicious course to pursue, and 
perhans the Committee will bear with 
me if, in a word I explain the atti- 
tude of the Government in this matter. 
I stated on the Second Reading of the Bill 
the perfect readiness of the Government 
to consider whether the framing of the 
Bill should be modified in the direction 
of placing a larger number of the members 
of Borough and County Councils on the 
Education Committees. 
on many occasions declared in this House 
and in the country that the Government 
do favour any change in the Bill which 
would tend in the direction of making a 
majority on these Education Committees 
a majority of the Council itself. So muck 
for our declaration in the past. Now, as 
to the actual merits of the case. We are 
all agreed that the true ideal we ought to 
aim at is that there should be a majority 
of the Council on the committee. The 
only difference between us is as to whether 
we should lay down an absolutely rigid 
rule upon that subject or not. I am quite 
clear that it would be the height of folly 
on the part of this House, not having 
before it, and incapable of having before it, 
all the varying circumstances of the local 
authorities of this country, to make any 
such rigid declaration as that which the 
hon. Gentleman desires. I am informed 
that there are County Councils who think 
it would be quite impossible to carry on 
the work thrown upon them by this Bill 
if they are required to have a majority of 
their own members on the committee. 


Mr, Ellis Griffith. 


{COMMONS} 


Since then I have | 
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| Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: Hear, 


| hear. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon, 
| Gentleman opposite gives to that an ironical 
| cheer, and he seems to think that there js 
no such difficulty. I should rather hope 
that this was not the opinion of hon, 
Gentlemen opposite in their less con. 
troversial moments. I thought it was 
|one of the main factors in the case for 
| Home Rule—whatever may be the merits 
or demerits of that policy—that before we 
get to Home Rule there is to be some 
method of training in regard to the duties 
now being thrown upon existing local 
authorities. If that is one of the things 
upon which the various sections of the 
Liberal Party are agreed, it is hard to 
attack us because we are taking a step in 
that direction by asking these great 
authorities to deal with the work of 
education. I had no inte,:tion of dragging 
these high Party politics into what I con- 
sider a purely business subject. It is from 
a business point of view that I appeal to 
the Committee. What would be our 
position if we passed this Bill with the 
rigid declaration which hon., Gentlemen 
opposite desire, and then found that this 
or that County or Borough Council could 
not carry out the work entrusted to it 
because we laid upon it this condition! 
We should look exceedingly foolish, 
and the work of education in that 
area would be grevtly hampered. | 
cannot think that the dignity and 
efficiency of this House would gain 
by placing itself in a _ position of 
that kind. Surely this arrangement—I 
will not call it a compromise—is tlie 
right arrangement. We laid down in 
unmistakeable characters on the face of 
this Bill that what we desired to see was 
a majority of the Council on the Educi- 
tion Committee, but as we contemplate 
the possibility that there may be cases 
where that is an impracticable course, 
like sensible men we say that after all 
the education authority—Borough or 
/ County Council, as the case may be—s 
the best judge, and must be allowed a 
loophole of escape if the rigid system 
puts them into an impossible situation. 
I hope, Sir, that will commend itself to 
the Committee as a common-sense plan. 
but it seems to me that the danger oi 
allowing ourselves to be hurried away by 
| any over-mastering affection for a purely 
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theoretical ideal is so great that con- 
fusion and difficulty would arise if 
County Councils or Borough Councils 
could not carry out the burden of work 
we are putting upon them. I must ask 
the House to consider this as a question 
vitally bound up with the practical 
character of the Bill. 


Mr. BRYCE: Will the Attorney 
General give usan answer to the ques- 
tion put to him about the scheme by the 
hon. Gentleman opposite ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: With regard 
to the question put to me by the hon. 
Member for North Birmingham, the 
scheme should contain a provision that 
the majority appointed by the Council 
should be members of the Council unless 
the Council should otherwise determine. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
right hon. Gentleman opposite first laid 
down what he considers a valuable 
principle, and then he provides what he 
has described in a very accurate phrase 
as ‘a loophole of escape” from that 
principle. The loophole of escape is one 
which very many of us will feel is the 
one which will most likely be generally 
adopted, especially in the rural counties, 
and what I fear is that in these counties 
the loophole of escape will become the 
rule and not the exception. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W. R., 
Elland) said this was one of the Amend- 
ments put before the Birmingham 
Unionist Conference, and the verdict was 
that they were almost unanimously in 
favour of it, for the ‘“ Noes” were only 
one. They knew that the Government 
did not pay much attention to the 
opinion of Birmingham in this matter, 
for a much more important resolution 
passed at the Unionist Conference was 
in regard to assistant teachers, and that 
recommendation was summarily rejected 
by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Premier. The reason why they proposed 
to omit those words was that they 
considered them as a very small im- 
provement on the original proposal of 
the Bi'l. Of course there was no real 
danger in those counties interested in 
education that they would not appoint 
a majority of actual members of the 
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Council upon the committees. They 
were really arguing from those counties 
that were indifferent in regard to the 
working of the educational system. It 
was only too likely that a county would 
say, ‘We won't take any trouble, but 
put the matter into the hands of those 
who understand it, such as clergymen 
and school teachers, and we will let 
them run our business for us.” It was 
just those counties that would escape 
their duty by making use of this 
exemption. The result of this would be 
that people would be as indifferent in 
regard to education as they were before, 
and the whole matter would be left in 
the hands of the small ring who now 
run the County Councils. He did not 
believe in unelected persons. There 
was a great deal to be said for the 
learned men who were not elected, but 
if a man really cared about education 
he would not mind putting up for the 
County Council electon. He did not 
think that any very large number of 
people would be excluded by leaving 
the committee to be entirely composed 
of county councillors, That was not, 
however, the proposal of the Bill. 
There was still half of the Education 
Committee under the present proposal 
who would not be county councillors. 
All they were asking for now was that 
the majority should consist of county 
councillors, and all the rest could still 
be chosen from the outside. 


*Captain' BALFOUR (Middlesex. 
Hornsey) said the Government had 
made great concessions in regard to the 
managers, and it was now clear that 
the managers would have very little 
power at all Jeft in their hands. [Op- 
posiTION laughter.| Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite laughed, but that was quite 
true, although it was a question which 
they need not go into again. Now 
they had come to the constitution of 
the Education Committees, and he sup- 
ported very strongly the proposal that 
it would be desirable that a majority 
of the members of the committee should 
be county councillors. The hon. Gen- 
tleman opposite had alluded to the 
Birmingham resolution, but he wished 
to point out that that resolution was 
passed before the discussions on this 
particular point in the Bill had taken 


L 
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place. 


{COMMONS} 
It was perfectly clear now that | this Bill. 


Bill. 324 
The least they should insist 


the Education Committees would be/| upon was that the majority of the 
just as much under the control of the | members of the Education Committee 


County Councils as the managers. | 
This was not so when the resolution | 
was passed at the Birmingham Conference. 
Many hon. Members had doubts as to 
how much power the committee was to 
have, but now it was clear that every 
report would have to be passed by the 
local education authority. He failed to 
understand the criticism of the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite that the local 
education authority was not a popularly 
elected body. He thought they were 
agreed that it was desirable that the 
majority of the Education Committee 
should be county councillors. But in 
large counties there might be two or three 
Education Committees, and there might 
be an insufficient number of councillors to 
provide the majorities. Therefore, it 
was a question of convenience and of the 
practical working of the Bill, and he 
thought the Committee would do well to 
carry out the proposal of the Govern- 
ment. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said the First Lord of the Treasury 
had argued that if a large Council were 
compelled to have a majority of their 
members on the Education 
together with their present work they 
would have too much to do. He had 
himself used that argument as a reason 
why the School Boards should not be 
abolished. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the Councils 
could do the work under the provisions 
of the Bill, but not under the provisions 
of the Bill as the hon. Member proposed 
to amend it. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he was now 
using the argument as against the argu- 
ment for the abolition of the great School 
Boards. The Prime Minister appealed 
to the Committee from the business point 
of view. He and others appealed to the 
right hon. Gentleman three months ago 
from the business point of view, but the 
Government deteimined to municipalise 
the local control. It had been said that 
that was the original idea of Mr. 
Gladstone’s Bill. But if they were going 
to municipalise control they must do it 
thoroughly. They must not have a 
spurious form, as they would have under 


Captain Balfour. 


Committee | 


i 


should be members of the Municipal 
Council. That was the plea of the famous 
Liberal Unionist conference two or three 
weeks ago. The Birmingham Unionists 
had not gained their point in regard to 
the management of the schools, and he 
believed they were in a worse position 
now than they were before. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. 
Member had left out of account the 
fact that the Amendment passed this 
afternoon made the Borough Councils 
and the County Councils supreme in all 
elementary education. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he admitted 
that the education authority was to be 
supreme, but the work was so great that 
they must devolve their powers, and 
there was no popular contvol unless they 
insisted that the Education Committee 
should be a representative committee. 
The committees could not be representa- 
tive unless the majority in all cases were 
members of the municipal authority. The 
Government Bill of 1896 insisted very 
properly that a majority of the members 
of the Education Committee should be 
members of the municipal body. That 
also was the scheme of the Government 
Bill of 1890. In the Secondary Edu- 
cation Bill of last year it was quite 
specific that it was not to be left to the 
municipal people themselves to say 
whether they would do it or not, there 
was no loophole, they were placed under 
obligation in all cases to have a majority 
of the committee members of their own 
body. He said, with all respect, that it 
was not sincere for the Government to 
state that they were giving popular 
control if in the next breath they handed 
the whole thing over by delegation to 
another body, unless that body had a 
majority of representative people. 


(6.23.) Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) said the issue was whether 
they would tie up the hands of the 
Municipal and County Councils, with whose 
local circumstances they were imperfectly 
acquainted, or whether they would leave 
this question to be decided by the 
Municipal and County Councils. The 
county of Middlesex, outside London, 
contained a number of large urban 
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districts, and he understood it was the 
opinion of a great many persons on the | 
Middlesex County Council that the only | 
way in which this Act could be efficiently 
worked was by having, not one committee, 
but separate committees—a committee 
for all the great urban districts which 
would have the control of their own 
elementary instruction. It was quite 
impossible for the County Council of 
Middlesex to find a sufficient number of 
members to give them a majority on all 
these Committees. This plan, which the 
Middlesex County Council thought best, 
would have to be abandoned if the Com- 
mittee insisted upon a majority of all 
these committees being members of the 
Council. The Council might evade the 
clause by putting in nominal members who 
were understood never to attend. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) 
said the difficulty to which the right 
hon. Gentleman had alluded could be 
dealt with by Clause 15 of the Bill, 
which empowered devolution. He 
did not think objections put forward 
in the First Lord’s speech were worth 
consideration in this matter. But he 
gathered that the First Lord was disposed 
to make this a Party question, and that 
he would regard the rejection of this par- 
ticular Amendment to be a matter of impor- 
tance. He desired to remind the right 
hon. Gentleman that he had already given 
the House a pledge on this point. The 
Prime Minister, in the Second Reading 
debate on the Bill, intimated that he 
would leave the decision of the subject to 
the House. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That quotation 
has been already given once or twice. | 
[An Hon. Member: “It is not thesame | 
quotation.”] 1 would remind the hon. 
Member that there is a Standing Order 
against repetition. 


| from administrative control. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Mem ber 
for Cambridge University, was an argu- 
ment against his own Bill of 1896. If 
it was mischievous to tie up the hands 
of the local authority now, he should 
like to know why the right hon. Gentle- 
man introduced the proposal in 1896. | 
Middlesex was in existence then. | 


Sir JOHN GORST: I am wiser now. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE hoped that 
before the end of this debate the right 
hon. Gentleman would be wiser still, and 
that he would be able to support 
the Amendment. The words “unless 
the Council shall otherwise direct ” made 
absolute nonsense of the Government's 
own Amendment. The insertion of those 
words, ‘‘ unless the Council shall other- 
wise direct,” was perfectly meaningless. 
This was a very characteristic concession 
of the Government. To satisfy the 
Birmingham Liberal Unionists, the 
Government said that the majority of 
the members of the Education Com- 
mittee should be members of the Coun- 
cil; and then to satisfy the opponents of 
public control, the Government added 
‘‘unless the Council shall otherwise 
direct.” By the text of the Bill the 
Council could, if they chose, appoint an 
Education Committee of their own 
members, and all that the Amendment 
did was, by a system of tautology, to give 
them the same power. The object of 
this was, of course, to mislead public 
opinion outside. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that under the 
Clause, first, all matters were to be 
referred to the Education Committee, 
except rating, and second, all powers 
could be delegated to the Committee, 
also except rating. Now, unless the 
Amendment were accepted, no single 
member of the Council need be a member 
of the committee, and if the committee 
were to have all the administrative 
powers, financial control was divorced 
When the 
Bill was introduced, that was the one 
thing which, it was said, the Government 
were going to set their face against. He 
asked the First Lord whether the Bill 
carried out the intention of the Govern- 
ment in placing financial and adminis- 
trative control in the same hands. Unless 
the right hon. Gentleman accepted the 
Amendment he would be controverting 
the primary principles of the bill, and 
failing to carry out the pledges given on 
the Second Reading. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS thought that 
the observation of his hon. friend was 
perfectly just, and ought to be carefully 
considered, especially by the late Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
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Did the right hon. Gentleman think 
that in a Bill of this kind, which was 
creating an educational authority, it 
should be made possible that in appoint- 
ing a committee not a single member 
of the authority should be on that 
committee? As his hon. friend the 
Member for the Northern Burghs 
had pointed out, the concession was | 
no concession at all. They were enjoined 
to trust the people. The Secretary to the 
Board of Education said, “I tell you 
from the University of Oxford that the 
people ought to be trusted!’’ The 
position of the opponents of the Bill was 


perfectly sound on this matter. The 
Government were creating a new 
education authority; they had been 


preaching to the local authorities that 
it was their duty to look after the 
education of the people; but what 
was the use of now saying that these 
bodies might be too busy to look after 
the education of the people? If the 
sub-stratum of the Bill was sound, they 
ought to say to the local authorities, 
‘‘We shall not delegate these educational 
duties to others.”” For his part, he was 
opposed to bringing in outsiders. [An 
hon. Member on the MINISTERIAL 
Benches: What ! no woman ?] Certainly 
nowoman. He was, however, not going 
to forestall the discussion on that 
matter. He had always voted against 
the extension of the franchise to 
women. His opinion was that women 
did anything whatever better than men in 
administration or government. He in- 
sisted that in creating these educational 
authorities they were insulting them by 
saying that they should attend to their 


duties. The result of the Clause would 
be that the committee might be 
composed of men outside the education 
authority. Take, for instance, the 
County Council of Gloucester, of 
which the right hon. Baronet who 
sat for one of the Divisions of that 


county was the Chairman. They knew 
what the right hon. Baronet’s views 
were, and that if he had his way, not 
one member of the County Council 
would be appointed to the Education 
Committee. He would say to the mem- 
bers of the County Council. “ You stay 
with me here and take care of the rates, 
we will put someone else on the Education 
Committee.” It might be said that 


Mr Samuel Evans. 
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was a fantastic illustration, but it was 
possible. Was it not fair to say to these 
new authorities, ‘‘ You must choose out 
of your own number the best men 
you can; you must man your com- 
mittee in such a way that you will 
be responsible to us for carrying out 
the functions of the Bill.” Everyone 
who desired to see the efficient working 
of the Bill, and the extension of the 
best education of all children should, 
he thought, vote for the Amendment. 


Sm JOHN BRUNNER said he would 
press on the right hon. the Attorney 
General to say whether it should ever 
be possible for an Education Committee 
to be appointed which contained no 
single member of the _ educational 
authority upon it. Was that the 
decision of the Government ! 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
hon. and learned Gentleman opposite 
had declared that in some cases they 
might not have on the Education 
Committee a single member of the 
Council, and characterised that as 
fantastic. He said that the suggestion 
was really preposterous. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH said it was 
preposterous that that should be possible. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he would 
not waste one moment more in discuss- 
ing it. The Clause indicated that in a 
normal and proper state of things, in 
the absence of special circumstances, 
there should be a majority of members 
of Council on the committee. That was 
indicated as an ideal state of things; 
but what they recognised was that there 
might be cases where that could not 
be secured. Where the members of the 
County Council were regular in attend- 
ance they insisted that there should be 
a majority of the committee members 
of the County Council, but if they were 
not regular in attendance, the controll- 
ing power would pass into the hands 
of experts. 


Sirk JOHN BRUNNER said he again 
asked an answer to the question: Was 
it the decision of the Government that 
it shall ever be legally possible that the 


committee should not contain a member 
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of the education authority? It was due 
to the House that the Attorney General 
should answer that question. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
question had been very courteously put 
to the Attorney General. There was 
nothing offensive in it, and the right 
hon. andlearned Gentleman might answer 
It. 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY said the 
question assumed that some Council 
was going to do something that was 
obviously absurd. [OPPOSITION cries of 
“Oh,oh!”; The Government intimated 
by this Amendment that the proper 
thing was, in the absence of special 
circumstances, that the majority of the 
committee should be members of the 
Council. The question assumed that the 
Council were going to be so ridiculous as 
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to appoint the whole of a committee 
on which there was not even one 
member of the Council. 


Si JOHN BRUNNER: Can they do 


it ? 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: As an 
abstract question of law the thing 
might be done. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER: That is the 


Government’s decision. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : It is perfectly 
ridiculous to throw out the suggestion. 


(6.43.) Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 233; 
Noes, 125. (Division List, No. 481.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Foster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


, Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 

| Chapman, Edward 

| Charrington, Spencer 

Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden | Clare, Octavius Leigh 

| Clive, Captain Perey A. 

| Cochrane, Hon. Tnos. H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Groves, James Grimble 


| Graham, Henry Robert 

| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

| Greene,Sir E. W. (BuarySt. Ed.) 

| Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 

| Gretton, John 

| Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Bagot, Capt. JocelineFitzRoy | Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beckett, Ernest William 


Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bluudell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boustield, Williain Robert 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
| Cox, lrwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Baird, John George Alexander | Cranborne, Viscount 
| Crossley, Sir Savile 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Balfour, RtHn GeraldW.(Leeds | Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield | 
| Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon | Harris, Frederick Leverton 
| Dorington, Rt. Hoa. SirJohn E. | Hatch,ErnestFrederickGeorge 
| Doughty, George 
Jeresford, LordCharles William | Duke, Henry Edward 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | Helder, Augustus 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
| Fardell, Sir T. George 
| Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
| Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mance’r 
| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
| Finch, George H. 


| Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

| Hall, Edward Marshall 

| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 

| Hamilton, RtHnLordG (Midd’x 
| Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
| Hare, Thomas Leigh 


| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
| Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 


Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

| Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 





Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Hogg, Lindsay 


Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHn.J.A.(Glasgow | Flower, Ernest 


Carew, James Laurence Forster, Henry William 


| Fison, Frederick William 
| Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


Fisher, William Hayes Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 


Hoult, Joseph 
| Howard, John(K’nt, Faversh’m 
| Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
| Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W | Jebb, Sir Richard Cl verhouse 


Cautley, Henry Strother 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Gardner, Ernest 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire | Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) | Johnstone, Heywood 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick | Kemp, George 
Gore,Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Linc. ) 

Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. | Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir Toh 


| Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 


Kennaway,Rt. Hon.Sir John H. 
aEldon | Kenyon,Hon GeorgeT (Denbigh 


Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore | Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop. 


Cuamberlayne, T. (S’thampton | Goulding, Edward Alfred 


' Kimber, Henry 
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Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. WilliamEdw. H 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


: y 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 


e 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis(EdinburghW | Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stal ybridge 


M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Massey- Mainwairing,Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, WJ. H(Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
M iddlome wre,JohnThrogmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt.J asper(Sbropshire) 
Morgan, David J.(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William(Gateshead) 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith,Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward : 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vanghan- (Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 


| Holland, Sir William Henry 
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Smith, Abel H. (Hertford,East) 
Smith,H.C(North’mbTyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M ‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ, 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H. (Sheff ld 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir William H 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby,Sir Charles G. E. (Notts. 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndhani-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
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Murray, RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myres, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col.John P. (Galway,N.) 
O’Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton. John 8. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

| Pym, C. Gu 





| Rankin, Sir James 


| Reid, James (Greenock) 
| Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, Geor; 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 








| Fuller, J. M. F. 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sharpe, William Edward T. Sir Alexander Acland- 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


NOES. 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) {| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert ) M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Fenwick, Charles | M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie | Moss, Samuel 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton | Newnes, Sir George 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam | Norman, Henry 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Harwood, George | Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seele- | Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham) 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. | Parkes, Ebenezer 

Helme, Norval Watson Partington, Oswald 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Philipps, John Wynford 


| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | Pickard, Benjamin 


' Horniman, Frederick John 
| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lloyd-George, David 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidstone | Logan, John William 


| Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 

| Rigg, Richard 

! Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 

| Robson, William Snowdon 

| Roe, Sir Thomas 
Runciman, Walter 
Schwann, Coarles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

| Shipman, Dr. John G. 

| Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 

| Sloan, Thomas Henry 

| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington | 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
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Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. ; Wilson,Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) | Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wason, Eugene | Woodhouse,SirJ T(Hudderrsf’d 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) Yoxall, James Henry 
Whiteley,George( York., W.R. | 


Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, RtHn.C R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas,SirA. (Glamorgan, E. ) 








Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Thomas,F. Freeman-(Hastings) | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer Mr. Ellis Griffith and Mr. 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan,Gower | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth | Trevelyan. 

Words inserted. | area” to which they wereattached. The 


Committee would see they would have 

(7.0.) Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN the ordinary state of things, a majority 
moved to omit sub-Section (b). This | of the Council on the committee, and the 
omission, he urged, was desirable in the duties to be discharged by the committee. 
interests of the harmonious working of | If they desired, in the discharge of their 
the system. It was important that no! duty, to have the assistance of the class 
section of the members of a committee of persons mentioned in the sub-Section, 
should be regarded as persons who were they were entitled to have it. The 
fighting the battles of extraneous bodies. | adoption of this Amendment would 
The Committee must remember thatwhen | str:ke out a Clause which would enable 
a similar scheme was made for the Welsh them, in all cases, to secure such assist- 
County Councils, the fullest concession ance if required. 
was made to the feeling of the localities. 
There the appointment of denominational _*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS = (Flint 
and outside bodies was entirely with the Boroughs) said he thought the Attorney 
goodwill and assent of the members of, General had not stated quite accurately 
those bodies themselves. In England it the effect of this Amendment. The 
would be entirely different. County and hon. and learned Gentleman had said 
Borough Councils had the gravest appre- that it was desired to give the Councils 
hensions, and even went so far as to power to call in persons to assist them. 
deny the right of outside bodies to inter-| He submitted that this was a mandatory 
fere in any way. It was necessary, if| instruction to them to do so. If the 
these Educational Committees were to be | Council should have the option as had 
successful, that they should be harmoni-| been argued, why should the option 
ous in spirit, and that there should be not be given under paragraph (6)? He 
no sectional feeling between the different submitted that this was a mandatory 
classes of members on the committee. instruction to the Council, whether they 
The County Council, too, would no doubt thought it wise or not, to add a number 
subsidise secondary schools, and it would of extraneous persons to the governing 
be most anomalous if schools which | body of the school. Why should not the 
migh receive subsidies were to nominate | Government be consistent in this matter, 
members who might afterwards have to| and act upon the principle of trust in 
dispense such subsidies. the representatives of the people which 
they had themselves professed in dealing 
with the last Amendment ? 





Amendment proposed— 

“In page 4, line 35, to leave out sub-Section Mr. BRYCE asked what meaning the 
(b)."—(Mr. Humphreys-Owen.) aes iz - 

| Government attached to the phrases 

“persons acquainted with the needs of 

| the various kinds of schools in the area,” 

‘and the nomination by “ other bodies.”’ 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY hoped the hon. | What wasin the mind of the Government? 
Member would not press his Amendment. | These weresomewhat objectiona blewords. 


The majority of the members of a com- ba Ne 
mittee would clearly be appointed by the Sir ROBERT FINLAY said the words 
Council, but it was desirable that there first quoted by the right hon. Gentleman 
should be a power of calling in other were perfectly clear, and surely it was 
“persons of experience in education,” desirable that a committee should have 
and “ persons acquainted with the needs the assistance of persons who were 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘for the’ stand part of the Clause.” 


of the various kinds of schools in the familiar with the schools of the various 


' 
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denominations. With regard to the 
expression ‘‘ other bodies,’ he instanced 
Owens College as one of the bodies from 
whom nomination might be desirable. 


Mr. BRYCE: Would such a body as 


the association of voluntary schools of a | 


particular denomination come within 
these words ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I think we 
had better discuss that when we get to 
the words. 


Mr. BRYCE: But might it? Is it) 


legally possible ? 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Will 
the words include the Primrose League ? 


Sm JOHN BRUNNER said the hon. 


and learned Member had not dealt with | 


tle point raised by the hon. Member for 
Montgomeryshire as to the probability 
of a number of representatives on the 
Education Committee being appointed 
by the grammar schools. He personally 
was a governor of a grammar school, 
and if appointed on the Education Com- 
mittee would be thoroughly acquainted 
with the needs of that particular gram- 
mar school. But all that that grammar 
school needed was money, and he might 
be chosen to serve on the committee in 
the belief that he would be able to exert 
influence that would result in more 
money being obtained from the County 
Council for the grammar school. With- 
in recent years there had been an 
awakening of public opinion with re- 
gard to the conduct of members of 
public bodies suspected of using their 
position for their personal advantage. 
In the case of the grammar school, the 
representative would probably be a sub- 
scriber, and if he could get more money 
from the County Council it would re- 
lieve his own pocket. A man who had 
no pecuniary interest to serve might be 


excused if he felt in honour bound to | 


obtain as much money as possible for 


the school he represented, but it was. 
because he desired to keep our local 


government and local institutions pure 
and above suspicion that he pressed the 
point on the attention of the Committee. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) said 
the character of the motive of this Bill 


Sir Robert Finlay. 
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was perhaps more clearly shown in the 
sub-Section under discussion than in any 
other. The Committee had heard from 
the Government their intention with 
regard to the sectarian schools, viz., that 
those schools were to remain under 
sectarian control. But hitherto, parallel 
with that system in England we had had 
a system of school government in the 
| hands of the people, under which it was 
in the power of the people if they felt so 
_ disposed to exclude from the government 
‘of the national schools all sectarian 
'elements, or to admit those sectarian 
elements under safeguards as to the fair 
treatment of all schools. The Govern- 
/ment now proposed to deprive the people 
of that power, and to set up an education 
authority which was not to be allowed to 
constitute itself on a popular basis. It 
was even suggested to the authorities 
that they need not have a majority of 
members of the local education authority 
on the Education Committee, and they 
were now informed that they must pro- 
‘vide for the nominations of other bodies. 
They were to part with their powers and 
give them to other bodies, which 
were not named in the Bill, but which 
the Attorney General candidly stated 
were to be of a sectarian type. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : 1 did not say 
they were to be exclusively of a sectarian 
type. 


Mr. ROBSON said the last thing the 
Attorney General would say was that 
they would be exclusively of a sectarian 
type, but he did intimate that they would 
come from the Wesleyans and Catholics-— 
he was not certain whether he mentioned 
the Church of England, or whether his 
candour carried him so far as to name the 
diocesan associations, which were really 
the other bodies contemplated in the 
section. The Government had done 
better than capture the School Boards ; 
‘they had destroyed them, and the new 
authority was being put under an obliga- 
tion, as clearly expressed as the Govern- 
‘ment dared in a statute, to allow the 
sectarians to select those who were to 
control the schools provided and main- 
tained out of the rates. Upon what 
| principle could the Government justify 
the proposal that the ratepayers, when 
they had founded and were maintaining 
a school, were not to govern that school, 
but that the so-called education authority 
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were to part with their powers to | the needs of the district, and four persons 
denominational sect, who might be nominated bya society on the invitation 
wholly out of sympathy with popular | of the Council. 

feeling ? Ifthe Government were deter- | 
mined to keep the sectarian schools at 
the public expense, they might, at any 
rate, let the schools founded and 
exclusively maintained by public funds 


An Hon. MEMBER: What society ? 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY: The organisation 
of Teachers for the County of Hertford, 
remain under national and not sectarian | # non-political and non-sectarian organisa- 
control. Not only were other bodies | tion. No committee could have been 
to have a power of nominating members | better designed for the work, and what 
on the education committee, but there | had been done by the Hertford County 
were to be appointed persons acquainted | Council would, in his judgment, be done 
with the needs of the various kinds of PY many other County Councils when the 
schools in the area for which the Council | Bill came into operation. 

acted. “The i ig tas kinds of schools It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
simply meant the denominational schools, | the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
so that the education authority was |Report to the House. 

invited, almost commanded, to delegate : ‘ 
part of its powers over rate-supported | Committee _Teport Progress ; to sit 
schools to sectarian associations. That | again this evening. 

was the meaning of the Bill in every | 


one of its Clauses, but it was for once | EVENING SITTING. 
clearly expressed here and admitted by ——- : 
the Attorney General. | SUPPLY—REPORT—{5tH NovemBer. ] 


Resolution reported :— 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.); —_ 
said the hon. and learned Member for | CIVIL SERN ree ADDETION AL. 
South Shields was usually so fair-minded pena . 
that one could only conclude that ie had — 
not really carefully read the Clause The C 
words were clear. The local authority need | be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
not consult anybody ; it was not necessary charge which will come in course of 
that other bodies should nominate. The payment during the year ending on the 
effect of the hon. and learned Member's | 31stday of March, 1903, for a Grant in Aid 
speech was that the Government were to the Transvaal and the Orange River 
setting up an authority a large portion Colony, for expenses consequent upon 
of which would necessarily be on the! the termination of the War.” 
nomination of sectarian bodies. But that | 
was not the effect of the Clause at all. It) (9.0.) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
was only where the local authority deemed (Dundee) said there was no opposition to 
it desirable that bodies should be invited | be raised, so far as he knew, in any quarter 
tonominate. The only compulsion was | of the House, but the Vote was so large 
that of appointing some other persons | and important that it should not pass 
who were not members of the Council, | without the House having full informa- 
and they might appoint such persons on | tion on some points upon which doubts 
their own selection without the interven- had arisen. He therefore proposed to 
tion of any other authority whatever. | ask two or three questions. His first 
They might do exactly as the Hertford) point was that there was an im- 
County Council had already done in| pression in the minds of some 
whos Peed of the passage of the Bill. | people that half the sum of £3,000,000 
es wp magenta. iy 60 es ‘had already been expended, but he 

terete ahha - | understood that the money had been 


“That a sum. not exceeding £8,000,000, 


carrying out the Act, a committee con- | paid out by the Treasuries of the 


sisting of a majority of members of the | Tpansyaal and Orange River Colonies, 
County Council, with a number of persons | and would be repaid when this Vote was 
whom they themselves selected—experts | sanctioned. Only in that sense had 
in education, having direct knowledge of | there been an anticipation of the Grant. 








339 Supply—Civil 


The other point was that mainly on | 


account of the somewhat confused 
manner in which the Estimate was 
presented, it was not quite clear how the 
£3,000,000 in the third item was to be 
apportioned. Items one and two were 
of the nature of free gifts to the 
burghers and loyalists respectively. but 
as to the third item he wished to know 
if the sum was to be apportioned between 
the two classes. He understood the 
Colonial Secretary to say that this 
amount would be advanced by way of 
loan to burghers of a better position 
who could afford to pay interest after a 
period of two years. He noted in 
passing that the right hon. Gentleman 
had carefully guarded himself from 
saying that the sum of £3,000,000 was 


a final estimate of what was likely to be | 


required. He made no objection to that. 


This was the point he desired to have | 


cleared up, whether the advances by 
way of loan were to be made to burghers 
only, and not to other persons referred 
to under the second head. If this was 
the intention he could scarcely reconcile 
it with the ambiguous statement in the 
Estimate, which treated the third head 
of £3,000,000 as supplemental to the 
first two heads. The House ought to be 
told distinctly what was to be the real 
destination of this last sum. Another 
point was in reference to the loan. That 
was intended to be ultimately a charge 
on the revenues of the Colonies, and he 
desired to know if the Government 
could inform the House of the 
method by which this burden would 
be imposed on the Colonies. The King 
by virtue of his Prerogative, could, 
within certain limits, impose taxation 
on the Colonies by Order in Council, or 
create a Government in the Transvaal 
with power to do this, and, as bearing 
on the question he desired to ask, he 
referred to Article 7 of the terms of 
surrender, in which it was stated that 
military administration shall at the 
earliest possible day be succeeded by civil 
government. What was the status of 
the Government of these Colonies at this 
moment? Had the military administra- 
tion been superseded by civil government ? 
Was it intended to levy taxation to meet 
the expenses of the loan by Order in 
Council, or would this be deferred until 
civil government was established ? 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said that 


as he was not present on the previous 
night there were one or two points he 
would like to raise in the interests of 
economy, and from the standpoint of 
the British taxpayer. It had been per- 
fectly obvious since last May that they 
would have to meet the first and last 
items of the Vote. He thought they 
had got excellent value forthe £3,000,000, 
which was the outcome of a definite 
contract they had made with their 
gallant enemies whom they had defeated 
in the field, but they could not be sure 
that the items were sufficiently large, 
On the whole he felt that the statements 
of the Colonial Secretary were satisfac- 
tory, especially as he had promised to 
keep an open mind. There was a 
difficulty as to the £2,000,000 which 
had never been explained. There had 
been no contract to pay that sum which, 
as he understood it, was to compensate 
the people in our own Colonies whose 
farms had been destroyed by the Boers, 
and who had suffered from war’s desola- 
lation. But apparently it was to be 
mainly given to those who were called 
the loyalists in the Transvaal. He was 
not going to suggest that anybody who 
had suffered severe loss should not be 
liberally compensated, but as far as he 
understood it the Government were 
suggesting that the people for whom we 
undertook this war had as great claims 
for compensation as those whose farms 
had been destroyed. Johannesburg was 
not destroyed, and the people who went 
down to Durban were able to get good 
salaries. There had been great loss 
through the war, and the taxpayers 
should not be asked for more than was 
necessary. Inconclusion he would again 
ask for a clear statement as to the pro- 
posed appropriation of this £2,000,000. 


Service Estimates. 


*Toe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcuir, Croydon): 
The hon. Member for Dundee has put to 
me one or two questions, which | shall 
do my best to reply to. I think his 


main question was as to whether the . 


£3,000,000 was to be in the way of an 
advance to both the burghers and the 
loyalists, or to the burghers alone, and 
he seemed to think that something that 


was said by my right hon. friend lasv 
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night was open to some misunderstand- 


ing. I have no hesitation in assuring 
the hon. Gentleman that the sum is 
intended to be available for the burghers 
and the loyalists. 


Mr. LOUGH: Is that the particular 
loan referred to ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, the loan at the 
low rate of interest. I think the hon. 
Gentleman is under some doubt as to 
whether this sum was to be devoted to 
the burghers alone or also to the loyalists. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
Colonial Secretary said the burghers. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I cannot go into the 
speech, but I am sure my right hon. 
friend never intended to convey that. 
It would be little less than monstrous 
if we were to make loans to the burghers 
for the purpose stated and not to those 
who are our friends. There is no ques- 
tion whatever as to that. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Do 
not understand me to be arguing against 
that. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Of course not. The 
speech of the hon. Member is entirely in 
the other direction. I understood from 
him that he was rather apprehensive 
that it should have been so. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : 
Was that the three millions provided for 
in the terms of surrender ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No. The amount fixed 
in the terms of surrender was, as already 
stated, afree gift. The three millions was 
allocated as a free gift, and then there 
was an indefinite sum arranged for by way 
of loan at a low rate of interest. That is 
the item to which the hon. Gentleman has 
directed my attention, but he need be 
under no apprehension on that point, 
whether the loans amount to three 
millions or more ; they would be avail- 
able for the loyalists and burghers. 
Then, Sir, the hon. Member asked what 
method will be adopted for distributing 
the loan amongst the burghers, and he 
seemed to be under some apprehension 
that there might besome sort of military 
interference—that the money would be 
distributed by some military authority. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : No; I 
merely asked the question as to Article 7. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I thought the hon. 
Member also asked whether the military 
administration was to deal with the three 
millions. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I did 
not mean that. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I understand it so. 
Of course, we act under the advice of 
Lord Milner. We shall place this loan 
on the market when a favourable oppor- 
tunity arises. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : 
what authority ? ‘ 


*Mr. RITCHIE: By what authority 
On our own authority. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : By an 
Order in Council ? 


By 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No; by our own 
authority. We shall place the loan on 
the market, but, of course, we shall have 
first to get a Bill through this House. We 
shall have to obtain an Act of Parliament 
to enable us to guarantee the loan, and 
then there will have to be an Ordinance 
in South Africa after the Bill is passed. 
The loan will then be put on the market, 
and the three millions will, of course, be 
repaid to the Government, who advanced 
the money. The hon. Gentleman for 
West Islington takes quite a different 
view from that held by the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Dundee. He has 
nothing whatever to say with regard to 
Nos. 1 and 3. The one thing he objected 
to was the two millions to be advanced to 
the loyalists, and I am sure the House 
will think the expression he used a very 
extraordinary one to apply to a matter of 
this kind. He said that we were not 
under a contract to do anything for the 
loyalists. I hope it does not require any 
contract. It is a plain duty on the 
Imperial Government to treat those who 
have been our friends in South Africa 
certainly not worse than our enemies. 
That, I should imagine, requires no 
explanation, and certainly no contract. 
We consider that we have a moral 
obligation on our shoulders to see that 
these men who have stood our friends 
in South Africa shall not be worse off 
than those who have been our enemies ; 
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and ii there is to be any distinction 
made between the two, I am quite sure 
that the balance ought to be in favour 
of those who stood; our friends. The 
hon. Gentleman has told us about cer- 
tain gentlemen who came down from 
Johannesburg and were enjoying them- 
selves at Cape Town. What did these 
men want compensation for,, he said. 
When the compensation is given, I pre- 
sume there will be discrimination as 
to the allocation of the money. 


Supply—Civil 


Mr. LOUGH: That is what I asked. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: But the hon. Gentle- 
man seemed to think that because these 
men were allowed to leave Johannesburg 
they suffered no injury. Those loyalist 
friends of ours who have suffered in any 
way by the war will, so far as our ability 
goes, be compensated quite to the full, 
as much as those who have been our 
enemies. The hon. Gentleman asked 
what was to be done with those who 
have suffered from the war in Cape 
Colony and Natal. 


Mr. LOUGH asked upon what 
principle the distribution of the grant to 
the Transvaal and the Orange River 
Colony rested. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: We are in consulta- 
tion with Lord Milner on that subject. 
All this expenditure will be subject to 
the supervision of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General, and we shall have to 
give a full account of the way in 
which the money is expended ; but to 
ask me now to tell the House the exact 
mode by which we have arrived at 
our calculations as to whether two mil- 
lions is sufficient or not is to ask more 
than I can possibly answer. It is 
sufficient to say that in these matters, as 
in all other matters, we have been acting 
in consultation with Lord Milner. I 
thought my right hon. friend’s observa- 
tions last night were perfectly explicit. 
I have here a note of what my right hon. 
friend said, and I will read it to the hon. 
Gentleman— 

“ He wanted to know why this two millions 
was asked for. Well, Sir, the two millions has 
nothing to do with the loans in Natal and Cape 
Colony. _ For those we have provided other- 
wise. We have undertaken with the Govern- 
ment of Natal to repay to them the compensa- 
tion which they have given to those loyal 
subjects who were injured by the invasion. 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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And we desire and intend that it shall be given 
on aliberal scale. We have also agreed that a 
contribution shall be given to those loyal 
subjects who in the Cape Colony have suffered 
by the first invasion. [I say the first invasion, 
because we consider that in the case of the 
second invasion the responsibility lies with the 
Colony itself. Jyut with regard to the compen- 
sation which we are to give in the Cape Colony, 
we have expressed in the clearest terms our 
determination that not one penny of Imperial 
money shall be given to compensate those who 
have rebelled against the Imperial authority.” 


That is the policy which my right hon. 
friend enunciated yesterday, and that is 
the policy of the Government. I think I 
have now answered all the questions put 
to me. 


Service Estimates. 


(9.35.) Mr. LABOUCHERE (North- 
ampton) said he hoped that the right hon, 
Gentlemen opposite would no longer talk 
of loyalists. He hoped all were loyalists 
now, and he thought it would be better 
that the use of the word should cease. 
He was glad to hear the reply which had 
been given to his hon. friend by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. His hon. 
friend wanted to know what discrimina- 
tion was to be exercised in giving this 
£2,000,000 to “other persons.” The 
Colonial Secretary told them that only 
those burghers who were nearly in desti- 
tute circumstances were to have any claim 
upon the £3,000,000, but he did not say 
that in regard to those other persons. A 
great many persons had suffered by the 
war in England as well as in South Africa. 
Business and trade had been injured, no 
doubt, in South Africa. For instance, 
the mines. They could not be carried 
on. Were they to understand that these 
£2,000,000 were to be granted only to 
persons in a destitute condition, or could 
anybody put in a claim as having suffered 
by the war? Mr. Beit, for instance ; 
could he put in a claim for his portion of 
this £2,000,000? His hon. friend on 
the Front Bench had asked what was the 
nature of the present government in the 
Transvaal. He thought that was germane 
to this question, because the present 
Government would have to make con- 
ditions in regard to this loan. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer appeared to 
have forgotten that question. Was the 
present form of government in the 
Transvaal a military Government ? Was 
there a Council there to act with Lord 
Milner, or could Lord Milner issue what 
law he liked, and were those laws binding 
on the Transvaal people ? 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I} 
stopped the hon. Member for Dundee | 
when he was proceeding to discuss the 
mode of Government, and the hon. 
Member will not be in order in pursuing | 
that subject. 


Supply—Civil 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said he only 
wished to look at the matter as a purely 
financial one. They were asked to 
provide this £3,000,000, and they were 
told that it was to be by means of a loan 
which the Transvaal Government was to 
pay, but which this country was to 
guarantee. What security had they got 
that the people of the Transvaal would 
take this obligation upon themselves ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No security isrequired. 
All that will be necessary is an ordinance 
of the Transvaal Government. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Then there is 
to be no security, and the only guarantee 
is to be an ordinance of Lord Milner ? 
That is all I want to know. 


*Mr. KEMP (Lancashire, Heywood) 
said they had heard that compensation 
was to be paid by the Cape Government 
to those loyalists who had _ suffered 
by the second invasion. Seeing the 
present temper of the Cape Government, 
he would like to know if such compen- 
sation was not given by the Cape Govern- 
ment, how it would be paid. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said he desired 
to know if his hon. friend was in order, 
because it was stated in the debate that 
ultimately they would have to assume 
this responsibility. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvonshire, 
Eifion) said the Colonial Secretary stated 
yesterday that these notes would be re- 
garded as evidence. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not understand 
the hon. Member’s point of order. He 
is asking whether a certain item is to 
be included in this £3,000,000. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE thought the hon. 
Member opposite alluded to a statement 
made by the Colonial Secretary that the 
indemnity to the loyalists at the Cape 
was not included in this Vote, but that 
ultimately this country would have to 
assume the responsibility for that 
indemnity. 
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*Mr. KEMP said he simply wanted to 
know if compensation was not given by 
the Cape Government, whether compensa- 
tion would be given to those loyalists 
out of the present Vote. 


Service Estimates. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
hon. Member can enter into that question 
now, because this Vote is for a particular 


purpose. 


THe MASTER or ELIBANK (Edin- 
burgh, Mid Lothian) asked whether it 
was intended that the notes issued by 
the late Transvaal Government under 
Law No. 1 of 1900 to the amount of soine 
£750,000 should be honoured. A Mr. 
Schalk Burger informed him the other 
day that when he left the conference 
they were distinctly under the impres- 
sion that those notes were going to be 
honoured. There was no doubt that the 
Boer leaders would be considerably dis- 
credited if the obligations entered into 
at the time of peace were not carried 
out. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This question does 
not arise. The Vote is one for money 
to supply necessaries for the resumption 
of their normal occupations, provided 
by Article 10 of the terms of surrender. 
Therefore I do not see how the question 
referred to by the hon. Member can 
arise. 


THe MASTER or ELIBANK said he 
understood that the question of these 
notes came under Law No. 1 of 1900, and 
was referred to by the Colonial Secretary 
last night. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am simply looking 
at the matter as it appears upon the 
Paper, and I do not think that the 
question as to the liability of the Govern- 
ment for these notes is concerned in 
this Vote. 


Mr. LOUGH stated that these notes 
were mentioned in the terms of sur- 
render, and this was a Vote to meet the 
requirements of the terms of peace. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: But it does not say 
that the £3,000,000, is for the purpose 
of enabling the Government to redeem 
liabilities which, it is alleged, have been 


_incurred by them upon these documents. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: But | had been confiscated. He wished to 
it has reference to war losses. know how they stood with regard to 
this £2,000,000 for other persons. He 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS said the} wished for an explanation as to whether 
Colonial Secretary stated yesterday that | any of this £2,000,000 would be dis- 
these notes would be regarded as evidence | tributed amongst such firms as he had 
of losses, and that being so, hecontended | referred to. In regard to the general 
that they would come under this Vote of | topic he heartily supported what fell 
£2,000,000. [MINISTERIAL cries of “‘ No, from the Leader of the Opposition last 
no.”] The Colonial Secretary’ said he! night as to the advisability of treating 
would not regard these notes as legal | all parties with absolute and transparent 
notes which could be sued upon, but equality and justice in the distribution 
as evidence of losses sustained by the of these funds for putting South Africa 





burghers and losses which were to be. 
compensated out of this Vote. | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the Colonial | 
Secretary stated that the Government | 
proposed to pay these notes out of this | 


Vote, then it will be in order. | 
| 
THE MASTER or ELIBANK said he | 
was under the impressionthat the Colonial | 
Secretary had referred to these notes | 
as evidence of war losses. He suggested | 
that when the Colonial Secretary visited 
South Africa he should inquire into the 
question of these notes, as it was the 
cause of bitter discontent throughout the 
Transvaal. The right hon. Gentleman | 
referred in his speech last night in glow- 
ing terms to the state of the Transvaal. 
He was afraid that when the right hon. 
Gentleman visited the Colony he would 
be disabused on that point. The tangle 
in which matters were there justified the 
visit of the right hon. Gentleman, in 
order to assist Lord Milner in bringing 
about a better state of things. Repatria- 
tion was sadly hanging fire. Only one- 
fifth of the people in the concentration 
camps had so far been repatriated, chiefly 
owing to the miserable railway system. 
As one who had opposed Lord Milner’s 
policy in South Africa, he was glad to 
testify to the conscientious manner in 
which the noble Lord was now carrying | 
through the difficult task he had in, 
hand. 


*Mr. CHANNING said he represented 
a district in which there was a number | 
of large firms interested in commerce | 
both in Johannesburg and Pretoria. At 
the outbreak of the war these firms 
suffered heavy losses. They had declined 
to remain and carry on dealings with 
the Boer Government, and their stock 


| countries under the sun. 


on a working footing again. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) said he wanted some enlighten- 
ment upon one or two of the items on 
the Paper. Item No. 1 consisted of 
“ free grants of ” £3,000,000 for burghers, 
anditem No. 2 was “ grants of” £2,000, 006 
for other persons. Did that mean that 
the money granted under No. 2 item 
would be repaid, and if it did not mean 
that why was the word “free” omitted 
therein ? 
word “free” to be a clerical error, and 
that both amounts were “free grants.” 
He hoped they would all vote this 
money, for if they could get South 
Africa happy by a gift of £5,000,000 
and a loan of £3,000,000, they would 
be very fortunate. He looked upon 
this as a most important matter, 
for it was necessary that they should have 
South Africa in a happy state. In his 
opinion Africa was one of the richest 
America was a 
prosperous country, but he thought Africa 
in the near future was likely to be more 
prosperous than America. He hoped they 
would vote this money and any other sum 
that was asked for for this purpose, because 
he believed that for every million pounds 
spent in South Africa now, they would 
save ten or twenty millions hereafter. 


Resolution agreed to. 


WAYS AND MEANS—REPORT—(5TH 
NOVEMBER). 


Resolution reported— 
“That towards making good the Supply 


| granted to His Majesty for the service of 


the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1903, the sum of £8,000,000 be granted 
out of the Consolidated Fund of the 
United Kingdom.” 


He took the omission of the 
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Resolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Hayes 
Fisher. 

CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) (No. 2) BILL. 

“To supply a sum out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund to the service of the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, 


{6 NovEMBER 1902} 
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| bodies. They had no guarantee now 
'that the other bodies would not be 
religious or political bodies. He should 
like also to know what was meant by 
the “‘needs of the various kinds of 
schools in the area for which the Council 
acts.” Were they financial needs or the 
needs for larger accommodation for the 
scholars. [t seemed to him that it was 
one of the vaguest of the many vague 
Clauses in a very vague Bill. 


and to appropriate the further Supplies | 


granted in this Session of Parliament,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time tomorrow. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


{Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. | 


Clause 12 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 35, to leave out sub-Section 
(b).—(Ur. Humphreys-Owen.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
words ‘for the’ stand part of the Clause.” 


(9.55.) Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.) 
said he supported the Amendment on 
various grounds, but mainly because the 
Section was vague and meaningless, and 
would, if it stood part of the Bill, lead to 
endless friction and dispute. The hon. 
Member for North West Ham had said 
that the Clause was very clear. It seemed 
to be clear in one respect only, and that 
was that the direct representatives of the 
ratepayers would be compelled, at the 
dictation of outside bodies, who were not 
described, to accept for the educational 
committees gentlemen who were 
suggested by the outside bodies. The 
sub-Clause was a compulsory one. As 
he read it, it gave to the Council no 
option, because it said that the scheme 
“shall provide” for the appointment by 
the Council, on the nomination, where 
it appeared desirable, of other bodies, of 
persons of experience in education. He 
should like to know from the First Lord 
or the Attorney General who those 
other bodies were. For anything he 
knew. when those words came to be 


interpreted they might mean religious , 


Str WILLIAM ANSON said _ it 
appeared to him that hon. Members 
opposite were trying either to misunder- 
stand or to misrepresent this Clause. It 
was really very simple in its character, 
and it was designed to give the educa- 
tion authority the best advice it could 
get. He was never quite sure whether, 
when hon. Gentlemen opposite professed 
ignorance of the objects of a particular 
Clause, it was that they did not know 
or did not want to know what the 
Clause really meant. Generally speak- 
ing, the purpose of this Clause was 
not by any means to import sectarian 
influences or interests into the Educa- 
tion Committee or the local education 
authority, but to secure that every 
educational interest in the area was 
represented. The appointment in every 
case was by the Council. In certain 
cases the Council might think it desirable 
to invite certain educational bodies or 
societies within the area to nominate 
members. Such bodies, for example, as 
the governing body of the High School 
for Girls, the Ladies’ Training College, 
or the local societies for the higher 
education of women might be suitable 
bodies to be invited to nominate persons 
to take their place on the Education Com- 
mittee. These persons would be nomi- 
nated by the societies invited, if they 
were willing to make a nomination, 
and if the persons so nominated would 
be appointed by the local education 
authority. It was hardly possible to 
conceive, when a County Council in- 
vited the governing bodies mentioned 
or others to nominate some one to re- 
present their educational interests, that 
they would be guilty of the dis- 
courtesy of refusing to appoint them. 
Still, in the last resort, the County 
Council would have the right to 
say, “Your particular nominee is so 
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wholly unsuitable, unclubbable, or un- 
educational, that we must ask you to 
nominate someone else or give it up.” 


Mr. BRYCE asked for an explanation | 
as to the position of the Board of Edu- | 


cation in the matter. 


*Sm WILLIAM ANSON said that of 
course the scheme would come before 
the Board of Education, and surely it 
was the business of the Board to have 
regard to any 
might be made to them by other bodies 
which thought they ought to have been 
invited to nominate representatives. 
Under those circumstances it would be 
the duty of the Board of Education to 
inquire whether they should be repre- 
sented. and if the Board thought them 
worthy of being represented, they would 
suggest to the local authority to consider 
whether they ought to be invited to 
nominate representatives. The local 
authority might say that those bodies 
were already adequately represented. 
Surely there was nothing improper or 
derogatory to the local education 
authority in saying that persons or 
bodies who were left out and thought 
themselves aggrieved should be able to 
state their case to the Board, that the 
Board should be ableto put their case to 
the local education authority, andthatthe 
matter should be discussed and finally 
arranged by conference between the 
Board of Education and the local educa- 
tion authority. Unless hon. Gentlemen 
opposite supposed that the whole object 
of the Board of Education was in some 
way to put a slight on the local educa- 
tion authority, he could not conceive 
what complaint there could be against 
bringing the influence of the Board to 


bear on the subject. It would require all | 


the good temper, ingenuity, and experi- 


ence, both of the local education authority | 


and the Board of Education, to get this 
Bill into working erder. So much for 
the ‘“‘other bodies.” He hoped the term 


had been explained, and that the pro-| 


cess of nomination had been explained, 


if not to the satisfaction, at any rate to} 


the intelligence of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. Surely again it was no dis- 
the local education 


paragement to 


autnority that they should be invited to 
| would be loyally borne in mind, and the 


look out for ‘‘ persons of experience ir 
Sir William Anson. 
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'education” who might be within the 
area, and who might not be persons on 
‘the governing bodies or within the 
sphere of nomination of the societies he 
| had named, but who would, nevertheless, 
be able to give valuable assistance to the 
| Education Committee in the carrying 
‘out of its functions. Persons of experi- 
ence were to be found in almost every 
area, and might very well be invited to 
take part in the work of the Edu- 
cation Committee. It would be the 
business of the local education author- 
ity to look out for such persons, 
and the Board of Education might be 
able to assist the local education authority 
in calling attention to such persons. 
Then there were the persons acquainted 
with the needs of the different kinds of 
schools. There were many persons in- 
terested in education, and especially the 
administrative part ofit. It was desirable 
to have persons on the governing body 
who had taken part in the management 
of committees for technical instruction, 
and who should be asked to take part in 
the work of Education Committees. This 
was another type of the persons who 
should be invited by the local education 
authority ; and this Clause indicated the 
way in which substantial assistance 
could be given by all sorts of people 
outside the principal body, and who 
ought to be on its Education Committee. 
The object of the Bill was to provide that 
the majority of the Education Com- 
mittee should be members of the 
County Council, but the County Council 
might not be able to produce the persons 
either representative of educational 
societies or of practical experience of 
education, or actively engaged in the 
management or government of schools. 
But this Clause reminded the local educa- 
tion authority that these were the 
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| persons whom it ought to place on its 
Education Committee; and the persons 
of this class would be of real assistance to 
the local education authority in the dis- 
charge of their functions. Whether 
they were the interests of particular 
sectarian schools, and he frankly admitted 
that sectarian interests might require to 
| be taken into consideration, or whether 
| they were the general interests of educa- 
| tion, he was confident that those interests 
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best help would be given to the local | Take the word “society.” He did not 
education authority which the Committee know whether they would call a Univer- 
could give. red pigeons. oo mer ren | think 
esentative of Oxfo niver- 
WHLLSAM *anooty with sity would call it a society. 

Sr W ) said he 
had listened to the very clear exposition by 
the Parliamentary Secretary tothe Board * Srp WILLIAM ANSON: It is a 
of Education, of what the functions of Jearned body. 
the Education Committee were to be. 
The more he had listened to the speech 
of the hon, Member the more confused siz WILLIAM HARCOURT: Is that 
he found the plan of the Government, go jn a statutory sense ? 
and the greater the friction that was 
likely to arise. What was the definition 
of bodies? He thought that if the *Sir WILLIAM ANSON: A body 
Government had said “ souls” it would corporate. 
have been appropriate, but it would be— 
better, in his opinion, to have societies, 
which were not the same thing as bodies. ‘Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: Very 
«“ Educational bodies” could be under- | well. Did they propose to put a body cor- 
stood, but he pictured the case of a dis- porate on the committee? They must 
satisfied body, rejected by the County come to some definition and form some idea 
Council, who went to the Education 48 to what was to be the limitation of 
Department. The education authorities this Education Committee. They were 
might propose, but the Education Depart- throwing open to competition every form 
ment disposed, and the practical working of society, or congregation, or sect to 
of the Government plan was this, that Come forward and make their claim to 


the education authority might reject the S¢4tS on this committee, and then, when 
bodies who desired to be invited, and the education authority wished to have 


then a reference was made to the Edue of —_ they might appeal to the 
Education Department whether or not a ~<UCatlon Department, and that Depart- 


particular body ought to be invited. ment might refuse to approve the scheme 


unless this sectarian body were repre- 
\ ow t . : = 
nersenag A seg ng , a pr sented on the committee. He was afraid 


; : ; . . he might be open to the charge of re-itera- 
cation authority which did not invite tion, es he ona nt a this was 
the body that desired to be — and another illustration of the manner in 
the Board of Education, to which the} which the Government failed to trust 
question was referred whether that body their education authorities to do that 
ought to beinvited or not. The hon. | which, if they were sensible people, they 
Member had very frankly said that these | would certainly do, if allowed to look after 
might be sectarian bodies. They knew jt themselves. To impose upon them this 
very well what sectarian bodies were. bondage, with the accompanying disputes 
If a sectarian body claimed to have seats | and turbulence which would be created by 
on the committee, and the Education | such a state of things, was most undesir- 
Department were appealed to, the Secre-| able. It would be one of the things 
tary might refuse to approve the scheme which would give these municipal bodies 
unless this sectarian body were repre- | a distaste of having all these liabilities on 
sented on the committee. This would be their shoulders. It should be the en- 
an extremely disagreeable situation for | deavour of the Government to persuade 
the education authority to be placed in. these municipal bodies that their task was 
The committee would have to be re-|a comparatively light one. Why should 
nominated every year, at all events every they not suppose that these authorities 
two or three years, and sectarian contro- would have the intelligence, without the 
versialists might be forced on the Educa- | directions which were proposed, to look 
tion Committee. He could not conceive out for so much or so little assistance as 
anything more disastrous to education they thought they required? [Cries of 
than the rival claims of those bodies. | “ Divide.” 
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*(10.25.) Mr. WALTER PALMER | 
(Salisbury) said he believed he was one | 
of many on that side of the House who 
had refrained from taking any part in| 
these discussions, for one very simple | 
reason, viz., that they did not wish by 
talking to delay for one single minute | 
the more rapid passing of this measure, 
but he thought that on this very vital 
point undue silence might be wrongly 
construed. Sub-Section (b), he main- 
tained, was one of the most vital points 
in the Bill, because it raised the whole 
principle of co-optation. He thought it 
would have been more generous on the 
part of the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
if, instead of going into the minute 
details as he had done, he had plainly 
stated whether he was, or was not, in 
favour of co-optation. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
would answer the question at once. He 
believed in co-optation at the discretion of 
the Council. Let the Council choose to get 
such assistance as they thought most 
appropriate. 


*Mr. WALTER PALMER said that 
there were one or two reasons why he 
thought it extremely necessary that they 
should adopt thisey tremely important prin- 
ciple of co-optation which underlay this 
sub-Section. In theremarksmade hitherto 
the question of secondary education, which 
he considered the most important part of 
this measure, had been entirely lost sight 
of. He knew something of how the 
money under the Local Taxation 
Account Act of 1890 was distributed 
by the County Council, and he knew of 
instances in which a large proportion 
of the money was given to certain in- 
stitutions. He could give one instance 
from the district with which he was 
particularly acquainted. In that district 
the sum of £1,600 was received from the 
local taxation account, and of that 
amount £1,100 was given to one institu- 
tion of which he happened to be chair 

man. This institution was connected 
with the Municipal Council, and they 
expected to be represented on the Educa- 
tion Committee. He thought the 
distribution of this money might be 
taken as a criterion of the future action 

of the County Councils. It was of 
supreme importance that these various | 
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institutions should have a fair representa- 
tion on the EducationCommittee, because, 
after all, the whole success of elementary 
education, as well as of secondary, 
depended upon the training of the 
teachers. Therefore, the bodies engaged 
in training teachers should be represented 
on the committee. He should like to 
suggest to the Parliamentary Secretary 
to the Board of Education that the 
word “nomination” was too strong, 
and might be modified to ‘‘ representa- 
tion.”” It was absolutely impossible to 
introduce any words which would limit 
the County Council from accepting 
nominations from religious or sectarian 
bodies. It was playing with the matter 
to talk of this sub-Nection as vague and 
unmeaning, because it was one of the 
most important parts of.the Bill, inas- 
much as it introduced the principle of 
co-optation. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH said that the 
Secretary to the Board of Education had 
made a very serious charge against that 
side of the House in alleging that they 
were attempting to misunderstand or 
misrepresent the Bill. Now, in regard 
to misunderstanding, it had taken the 
hon. Gentleman a quarter of an hour to 
say what this particular section meant, 
and he trusted that they, on that side of 
the House, might be forgiven if it took 
them a little time to understand it. The 
point between them was very simple. 
As the Bill now stood the committee 
must consist entirely of outsiders ; there 
need not be a single member of the 
County Council on the committee; but 
it could not possibly consist entirely of in- 
siders. All they asked was that it should 
bea genuine co-optation by the County 
Council. The Secretary to the Board of 
Education said that the appointment by 
the Council would be formal. If so, 
where would the real appointment come 
in? 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said the ap- 
pointment would be formal in the sense 
that as soon as the education authority 
invited a society to send a representative 
to the Education Committee, the 
circumstances would be most exceptional 
under which it would be necessary for 
the Council to refuse to accept the 
nomination. 
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Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH said that it | 
seemed to be not enough to trust the 
people, or to give them experts on the 
committee, but by this sub-Section they 
were to have representatives of different 
societies who would thus acquire a locus 
standi at the Board of Education. He 
submitted that under this scheme of the 
Government they would have intermin- 
able strife. He did not believe in tying 
the hands of the County Council behind 
its back. He would trust the County 
Council to select the best men under the 
circumstances. He would be satisfied 
with co-optation depending on the free 
will of the County Councils, but not a 
spurious co-optation. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) : 
said he asked the Secretary to the 
Education Department whether he would 
accept the word “‘ representative ” before 
“bodies ” in the second line of the sub- | 
Section? That would be much more 
satisfactory than having retired school- 


masters or retired military officers on, 


” 


the committee. ‘‘ Representative bodies 
would include representatives from 
friendly societies, trade unions, trades 
councils, and, as a counteraction to 
the head masters, they might also get 
representatives from the Poor Law’ 
Guardians, and the licensing authorities. 
(Cries of “ Divide.”) This was a very 
serious matter; surely he might make a 
suggestion. Hedid not wish to interfere 
with the progress of the Government ; 
in fact he was coming to their help in 
this matter. It was a notorious fact 
that elementary education had been 
most successfully conducted in this | 
country by persons who, previous to | 
School Board management. had had no 
experience in education. School Board | 
schools were infinitely superior in every 
respect to those which had been managed | 
by experts. In fact there had been | 
an entire failure of the expert. | 
The expert was usually a fraud, and a) 
snare into the bargain. In 1898 the | 
right hon. the Member for Cambridge | 
University said that the educational- 
experienced person was generally an 
utter failure in elementary education. 


Sir JOHN GORST: I am not con- 
scious that I ever said that, or anything 
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Mr. BROADHURST said that if the 


Committee would adjourn for a sufficient 
time to enable him to go to the library 
to look up the quotation he would find 
it. (Cries of “ Divide.”) He wanted to 
point out to the Secretary to the Board 
of Education that popular education 
would be facilitated if representative 


|public bodies were represented on the 


Committee. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS said that 
if the right hon. Gentleman intended 
that the Council should ultimately 
have absolute discretion as regarded 
the denominational bodies to be invited- 
words to be intro 
into the Clause to make that 
interpretation clear? In that case their 
objection would be met. He highly 
approved of the interpretation which the 
hon. Gentleman, the Secretary to the 
Board of Education, had given, but he 
was sadly afraid that it was not an 
accurate interpretation, and that it 
would be possible, under the Clause as it 
stood, for a scheme to be framed, in the 
last resort, by the Board of Education, 
and that the County Council would be 
obliged to appoint whoever was nomi- 
nated by the denominational bodies. 
It might be that the hon. Gentleman 
did not intend that, but he maintained 


duced 


|that such a scheme would be !egal if 


made by the Board of Education. The 
words were that the County Council 
should invite particular bodies to nomi- 
nate persons to represent their interests ; 
and then it was provided that the County 
Council “shall,”—not “ may,”—appoint 
such persons. He did not say that the 
Board of Education would frame such a 
scheme, but he did say that they could 
frame such a scheme. If, however, the 
words ‘‘at the discretion of” were in- 
troduced they would show clearly that 
the interpretation] given by the hon, 
Gentleman was correct. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER said he would 
appeal to his hon. friend to withdraw 
the Amendment. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said as he 
understood that it would be for the co - 
venience of the Committee that the issue 


M2 
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should be taken ona subsequent Amend- | was about to have said on the last Amend- 
ment, he would ask leave to withdraw | ment, in answer to an hon. Member who 
the Amendment. asked him whether the actual appoint- 
ment would be by the Council, that he had 
no doubt whatever that the Council would 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said, before | appoint the person nominated. He had 
the Amendment was withdrawn, it | said over and over again that when the 
should be clearly understood that an | Council had invited some society to 
opportunity would be given for discuss- | nominate a person, it would find very 


ing the point on another Amendment. | great difficulty in not acceptin that 
nomination. But the Council would only 


select a body which it was desirable 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said there was | Should be selected, and consequently 
nothing to preclude the discussion of | Would presumably be prepared to accept 


the point on a later Amendment. its nominee; but they could not ask 
that society to send them samples of its 

'members. Take a case which was very 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. | familiar to himself. He had been a men- 
. ber of the Council of the University of 

| Oxford for a number of years, and that 

Sm JAMES WOODHOUSE said he | Council was constantly asked to nominate 
proposed to move the words “selection |a member of the governing body of some 
/community ; but it was never asked to 


and” before “appointment.” The object | Reageodae 
pes Tienes rc yas etre PO to the body which invited the 
entirely a matter for the County Council. | MOmnation three or red gong to select 
sub-Section (a) dealt with the selection —. He — ae e Council of 
and appointment by the Council of at | any rT ee oe ‘ ‘iti ae we ain alll 
least a majority of the Committee; and | oe eee Sere eee hype: 
sub-Section () proposed to include | reduce this nomination by a society to a 
. | perfect farce if they were asked to send 
persons who had experience of educa- | groups of names for the Municipal 
om but who were not members of the | Council to make a selection from. The 
Council. The Amendment he proposed, | appointment would be with the Council, 
which followed thelanguage of sub-Section 'and the Council would have the choice 
(a), was that the selection should be | of the bodies to be invited to nominate. 
entirely in the hands of the Council. If | 
he understood rightly the sense of the | 
Committee, it was that the Council should | 
be the determining authority as to the| Mr. BRYCE said he did not quite 
persons to be co-opted, and that was his understand yet what was contemplated 
sole point in moving his Amendment. | by the hon. Gentleman when he spoke of 
He did not think that there could be any | the Council having the right to invite 
serious doubt in the mind of any member | these bodies. As he understood it, the 
of the Committee that that was the true | Council would have no choice. The 
principle to be established. scheme would fix the bodies who were 
to nominate, and on their nomination 
the Council should appoint. For in- 
stance, a girls’ training college might 
«In page 4, line 35, after the first word‘ the’ | be entitled to nominate a person to 
to insert the words ‘selection and.’”—(Sir | serve on the committee. The Council 
James Woodhouse. ) ‘ 5 
would have no choice in the matter 
whatever, but must appoint the person 
Question put, “That those words be | nominated by the college. That was 
there inserted.” the meaning of the Clause, as he under- 
| stood it. All the Council had to do was 
|to go through the purely mechanical 
*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said it was | function of making the appointment on 
quite impossible to accept the Amend-| the nomination of another body. That 
ment. He did not know if the hon.) was not a choice in any sense of the 
Gentleman quite realised its effect. He} word. 


Mr. Humphreys-Owen. 
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*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said _ he 
thought that the right hon. Gentleman 
had overlooked the fact that these sub- 
Clauses were instructions for the com- 
position of ascheme. The scheme would 
be the scheme of the Council, it would be 
made by the Council, and would be ap- 
proved by the Board of Education. In 
making that scheme, the Council looked 
over its area, and selected certain bodies 
which it thought desirable to invite to 
nominate representatives on the Com- 
mittee. Once these bodies were in the 
scheme, they would continue to make 
nominations in accordance with the 
scheme until it was altered, and the 
Council would appoint their nominees. 
Most distinctly, the choice of the society 
rested with the Council in the first in- 
stance. The nomination would rest with 
the bodies that would be invited, and the 
appointment would rest with the Council. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT asked 
what would be the action of the Board of 
Education if the Council did not appoint 
anybody under this Section, or selected 
from bodies of which the Board did not 
approve. 


(11.0.) Mr. ERNEST GRAY said he 
regarded the Clause as one of the best that 
could be designed to secure the object of the 
framers of the Bill, namely, the co-ordina- 
tion of all forms of education. He would 
take the case of the county borough with 
which he was best acquainted—that of 
West Ham. There, they had three in- 
stitutions, one controlled by the Council 
itself, one by a great city company, and 
one by the directors of the Great Eastern 
Railway. Overlapping was almost in- 
evitable ; and it was obvious, if money 
was not to be wasted, and if good educa- 
tional work were to be done, that these 
three institutions should be brought into 
line, and that, under the Bill, they should 
be represented on the Education Com- 
mittee. The proposal before the Com- 
mittee was that the Council itself should 
pick out the persons to represent these 
institutions on the Education Committee. 
[AN HON. Member: “No.”] What was the 
+ of the Amendment if it was not 
that ? 


Sin JAMES WOODHOUSE said that 
the object of his Amendment was that 
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the other bodies should be consulted, but 
that the Council should make its own 
selection. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY said that in the 
illustration he had given earlier in the 
evening he said that the County Council of 
Hertford did exactly what the Bill pro- 
posed. It asked the teachers of the 
county to nominate two persons ; and 
that was what the Bill proposed. 
[Hon. Members: ‘‘No, no.’’}] It was only 
a question of explaining the King’s 
English. The Bill proposed that the 
Council should set forth in its scheme 
the various bodies it proposed to invite 
to nominate representatives to serve on 
the Committee. He had seen the 
system in operation. The County 
Council of Hertford asked the teachers 
to nominate ; they did nominate; and 
their nominees were appointed. That 
was the meaning of the Clause. Unless 
the societies were asked to make the 
nomination, how could they get fit and 
proper persons to represent them? Ifa 
great educational organisation were to be 
represented on the committee, it was 
absolutely essential that the person chosen 
should possess the confidence of his 
colleagues. How could that be guaranteed 
unless he were chosen by them? Take 
the great institutions to which he had 
referred, which were doing most ex- 
cellent work, and which had fitted up 
some of the best laboratories in the East 
End. How could it be guaranteed that 
the persons selected to represent these 
institutions possessed the confidence of 
their colleagues, knew the character of 
the work that was being carried on, 
and would be able to co-ordinate that 
work with other work in the district, 
unless they were selected by the _per- 
sons whom they were to represent? The 
whole object of the Clause was to 
give bodies of that description power to 
pick out from among their governors the 
best fitted and most experienced person 
to represent them on the Committee, 
inen who would know what money was 
needed, how it should be expended, what 
were the capabilities of their own organisa- 
tion, and how much they could bring to 
the common purse in educational effort 
and hard cash, towards the co-ordination 
of every bit of educational work in their 
area. That was the object of the Clause, 
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and he earnestly hoped that not merely 
the Government, but the Committee as a 
whole, would shut out from their minds 
the idea that the Clause was an attempt 
to bring in sectarian organisations. The 
scheme of the Bill was the scheme which 
for years past had been in operation in 
the great town of Zurich. Those who 
-knew anything of the Swiss educational 
system would know that the scheme 
there was almost identical with the 
scheme of the Bill. Certain organisations 
within the town of Zurich were not 
merely invited, but were compelled, on 
given days, to select representatives ; the 
names were submitted to the Town 
Council who appointed them; and the 
forces of the common-sense of the County 
Council, and the expert knowledge of 
the scientists selected, were brought 
together, with the result that the most 
democratic, probably the most socialistic, 
town in Europe, had one of the highest 
forms of education to be found on the 
Continent. It was time that we took a 
leaf out of the book of our Continental 
competitors, and, profiting by their 
experience, adopt a form of educational 
government which had done so much 
good for them, and which might be 
equally good for this country. He 
sincerely hoped that England would in 
future have a combination of common 
sense and expert knowledge to carry on 
the work of education ; but he failed to 
see how it could be obtained except in 
the most praiseworthy scheme of the Bill. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he did 
not think that the hon. Member who 
had just spoken quite apprehended the 
objections which had been raised to 
the Clause. Their objection was that 
the power of selection was not given to 
the Council. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY said neither was 
it in Zurich. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he relied 
on the reports of the Education Depart 
ment. If the hon. Gentleman said that 
in Zurich the Town Council had no right 
toselect the bodies who were to nominate 
he said the hon. Member was wrong. 
If the Swiss Federal Government said, 


Mr. Ernest Gray. 


{COMMONS} 








Bill. 364 


“You have to select men to govern 
education in the town of Zurich from 
certain bodies we indicate,” then the 
ease would be analogous. All they 
asked for was that the great towns of 
England and Wales should have the same 
liberty that the hon. Gentleman approved 
of in Zurich. It was a great educational 
system in Zurich; but the hon, 
Member could not tolerate it in England 
and Wales. At any rate, let the hon, 
Member not quote Zurich, because 
Zurich was the Amendment of his hon, 
friend. Zurich selected its own bodies, 
but did the hon. Member mean to say 
that the County Council of Yorkshire, 
for instance, could select itsown bodies ? 
Suppose the Education Department said 
to the County Council of Yorkshire— 
“You have to elect representatives of 
other bodies, but we do not find them 
in the scheme you have provided.” 
The Attorney General mentioned 
who these bodies would be — the 
Wesleyans, the Roman Catholics, and, 
lastly, the Church of England, because 
he supposed it was last in the mind of 
the right hon. Gentleman. Suppose the 
Education Department said to the 
County Council, ** We do not find that 
the Wesleyans, the Roman Catholics, or 
the Church of England have got a repre- 
sentative under your scheme.” Did the 
hon. Member mean to say that in that 
case the Board of Education could not 
oppose that scheme ? 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY: Yes, I say so. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that if the 
interpretation of the hon. Member was 
correct, he should support the Amend- 
ment of his hon. friend. Suppose the 
County Council of Glamorgan did not 
put on the Committee as many repre 
sentatives of the denominational schools 
as the Board of Education thought satis- 
fied the requirements of the case, and 
that the Board of Education wrote to the 
Council saying, “ We decline to sanction 
your scheme until you put on further 
representatives of the denominational 
schools ”—— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Every scheme 
has, of course, to be approved by the 
Board of Education. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE ‘ said. that, of | 
course, the Education Department might | 


also reject a scheme. Unfortunately, 
the hon. Member opposite would not Le 
the authority to decide on these schemes. 
It would be the Government that would 
interpret the Clause, noteven the Court 
of Appeal. Moreover, under Section 5, 
if a scheme had not been made and 
approved within twelve months, the 
Education Department could make a 
scheme of its own. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY: Subject to the 
approval of the House of Commons. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
Education Bill showed what the House 
of Commons might approve. What he 
wanted to know from the hon. Member 
was what became of the Zurich analogy 
and the Zurich independence in the Bill 
now. But the hon. Gentleman should 
not really drop Zurich, as it was very 
useful. The hon. Member, who had 
studied the matter very closely, who 
wa: more fully acquainted with the 
provisions of the Bill than any unofficial 
Member on the other side, who was an 
expert, the sort of man they wanted to 
bring in under sub-Section ()), who had 
studied educational systems, not only in 
this country but in Zurich, was abso- 
lutely in conflict with his own leaders as 
to the meaning of the Bill. How could 
ordinary laymen on a County Council, 
even with the aid of experts, interpret 
the Bill when experts in the House of 
Commons disagreed as to its meaning. 
The hon. Member said that the 
Committee should dismiss from its 


mind altogether the notion that the | 


Clause was a plot in order to bring in 
the voluntary schools. That certainly 
was not their notion. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Aber- 
deen asked the Attorney General to tell 
the Committee what these other bodies 
were. The Attorney General said that 
they were bodies interested in education, 
and, with that reluctance of his race, he 
said at last that they would be Wesleyans, 
Roman Catholics, and Anglicans. That 
was not their notion; and he wished to 
know why the hon. Gentleman opposite 
should point the finger of scorn at them, 
and say they had a certain idea when the 
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idea belonged to the Attorney General: 
They wanted to know who these bodies 
were, and whether the County Council 
was to have the right of selection. Co- 
optation, which was forced, was no option. 
A great deal had been said about the 
Welsh Intermediate scheme. In _ that 
scheme, there were provisions for the 
representation of the School Boards. 
What did that mean? It meant that the 
local ratepayers would be represented. 
There was no provision in the present 
Bill for the protection of the local rate- 
payers, or for the protection of the parent, 
and the only persons who were mentioned 
were members of bodies acquainted with 
the needs of the various kinds of schools. 
Who were they? They were the denom- 
inational managers. There was nothing 
in the Bill to compel the Council to 
introduce into the scheme representatives 
of the District Councils or the Parish 
Councils, although a District Council 
might represent 10,000 ratepayers ; but 
where four managers were concerned, 
special words were introduced in order 
to protect them. Who did they re- 
present? They did not represent the 
ratepayer. They did not even represent 
their own denomination. They were not 
elected by that denomination ; they were 
simply nominated either by the land- 
owner or the local clergyman; and yet 
these four persons were to have the 
right of representation on the committee, 
whereas no words were introduced to 
secure representation for the Parish 
Councils and District Councils. He 
thought that was a very fair indication 
of the spirit in which the Bill was drawn. 
In fact, one could not take up a single 
section in the Bill without finding a 
provision for the protection of voluntary 
schools. There was the majority manage- 
ment of two to one; the appointment 
of teachers ; the appeal to the Board of 
Education and the time which could 
be consumed; and, as if these things 
were not enough, they were also to have 
representation on the committee, al- 
though they were not responsible to any 
one, not even to the denomination they 
were supposed to represent. 


*Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
he did not know if it was too late to 
recall the Committee to the particular 
Amendment under discussion. They had 
had a general discussion on the Motion 
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to omit the Clause, and now they were 
having another general discussion. He 
gathered from the hon. Member who 
moved the Amendment that his object 
was to make clear what was already said 
to be clear, that the appointment of 
nominated members was to be in 
the hands ot the Council. He did not, 
however, understand the difference 
between “selection ” and “appointment.” 
It had been indicated clearly by the 
Government that the Council would 
have a veto, as it were, on any such 
nomination as was contemplated in the 
Clause. He certainly understood that 
the appointment was to be in the hands 





of the County Council, and that the 
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ment which would make his meaning 
perfectly clear. 


*Mr. BOUSFIELD said he thought 
that the Amendment would introduce 
confusion, whereas the object the hon. 
Gentleman had in view would be at- 
tained if the word ‘“ recommendation” 
were substituted for ‘‘ nomination.” It 
would then be quite clear that the final 
appointment would be with the Council. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he wished 
to recommend to hon. Members that 
they should confine themselves to the 
issue before the Committee, and not go 





Council would not be obliged to accept | into drafting points. He quite agreed 
any nomination from other bodies. He | that drafting was not very easy, and he 
understood the hon. Gentlemen’s object | had no doubt that they might argue over 
was to make that clear, and he admitted | words for a very long time. As to the 
there might be some doubt about it. | actual point at issue, it would be left 
He therefore ventured to make a sug- | absolutely to the County Council or the 
gestion which he thought might meet Borough Council, as the case might be, 
with the approval of many hon. Mem-| to decide, without restriction or inter- 
bers on both sides. He thought the ference in any shape or form, what 
word ‘‘nomination” was a somewhat | bodies should be invited. He did not, 
unsuitable word, and he proposed to! however, rise to argue the point, but 
substitute for it the word “ recommenda- to suggest that the Committee might 
tion,” in order to make it clear that the | decide that important issue now with- 
Council would be ultimately responsible | out going off into the minutiv of draft- 
for the appointment. The word “ nomi-| ing refinements. 

nation” was generally used where | 


the body who nominated had the. ; 
absolute right to elect its nominee. | Mr. ROBSON said that the speech 


: . |of the Secretary to the Board of 
Bie Tenet Sagpened 02 Se. mastania’ | Education disclosed a singular misap- 


by the London County Council as one | “its hi - a 
of the governors of a technical institu- | PT?” eager oe Clau agi ye ‘ . - 
tion in London, and the other governors | ening of the Clause; and that, no 

in reference to drafting minutiv which 


had no power to interfere with such | ; ae 
eo Tel "He suggested that what | the Prime Minister had recommended the 


was proposed was really in the nature | Committee not to discuss, but with re- 
of a recommendation to the Council | ference to a matter of substance. The 
Seems these bodies. the appointment | Secretary to the Board of Education 
being with the Council. He doubted | 82idthattheCouncil would have the power 


eleeter the of appointing persons nominated by un- 
“selection of’ would alter the sense | 


insertion of the words | known bodies, and he went on to say that 

of the Clause, because he saw very little | if the Council did not like a particular 
difference between “selection” and | Peman who was nominated, it would be 
“appointment.” It would be quite. entitled to refuse to appoint him, and 
impossible to ask a body to send upa'| that the body concerned would be 
row of nominees, giving the County | °Pliged to nominate another person. If 
Council the right to select one of them, | pean — would oman = 
rney General, he would find that 


Xa _ —_ not imagine that the hon. | that was not the meaning of the Clause. 
Member had any such idea in his mind. | The Clause was as imperative as any 
| Clause could be. It was that the scheme 
Sm JAMES WOODHOUSE said he in- | ‘‘ shall provide ” for the appointment by 


tended to propose a consequential Amend- | the Council on the nomination of other 
Mr. Bousfield. 
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bodies. That meant that the Council 
must appoint the persons nominated by 
the other bodies. If it were really the 
intention of the Government that the 
Council should have power to refuse 
nomination, then they should have it 
clearly stated in the Clause, in which 
case his hon. friend’s Amendment would 
not be necessary. If it were intended 
that the Council should be entitled to say 
to anybody “Your nominee is not a 
persona grata to us, and we refuse to 
accept him,” words should be inserted 
giving the Council the power of selection 
as well as of nomination, because that was 
what it amounted to. If the Secretary 
to the Board of Education were right, 
the Council had the power of selection or, 
at all events, the power of veto, but that 
was not in the Clause as it stood. 


*(11.30.) Sm FRANCIS POWELL 
said he trusted that the Committee 
would give consideration to a word from 
him, as he was not a novice on that 
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part of the question. 
of the Government to provide for | 
nomination by other bodies was only 
adopting in an Act of Parliament a 
practice which had obtained with the 
Charity Commissioners and the Board of 
Education successively for more than 
thirty years. He had taken a note 





of the bodies who had nominated 
to the Technical Instruction Com- 
mittee in his own experience. They | 
were the College of St. John’s (Cam- | 
bridge), Victoria University, Owen’s 
College (Manchester), the Yorkshire 
College (Leeds), and also institutions of a 
more local character, such as the Tech- 
nical Colleges, Grammar Schools, and so 
on through a long series. All experience 
of the working of the system showed 





hi _‘ that [infinite good resulted from 
it. The members nominated by the 
Victoria Univerity, Owen’s College, 
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and the Yorkshire College, were gentle- 
men of culture with a knowledge of 
educational subjects and thoroughly 
familiar with the needs of the various 
schools. Therefore, they were now simply 
placing on the Statute Book a practice 
which had been adopted by the central 
department in connection with secondary 
education for more than a generation, with 
eminent and conspicuous success. He did 
not wish to quibble on a question of 
language, but the word “nomination ” 
was almost universally adopted already ° 
and with regard to the scheme itself, he 
would remind the Committee that the 
Council, in the first instance, would 
submit it, and that they would also have 
the power of proposing alterations from 
time to time. From his own observa- 
tion he thought it was most desirable 
that other bodies should be brought in. 
The report of the Commission on Second- 
ary Education also recommended that 
plan, and, therefore, he was justified in 


The proposal | the statement that if the proposal were 


adopted it would, without doubt, be most 
successful. 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON 
(Norfolk, N.) pointed out that every 
well regulated County Council had 
its committee of selection, just as 
had the House of Commons, and if 
the consequential Amendment of his 
hon. friend were carried it would be 
open to that Committee of Selection to 
communicate with the governing bodies 
of schools or other bodies which it might 
think proper to consult, and obtain from 
them the names of gentlemen whom they 
might wish to see on the Education 
Committee. That would be a much 
more convenient course than that of 
giving statutory sanction to a scheme, 
because a scheme once approved would 
stand hard and fast until repealed and 
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another substituted, whereas it would! necessary on the part of the Council 
be in the power of the Committee of | before they could carry on their work. 
Selection, if they thought fit, at every | If, however, the Council had the power 
election to vary the authorities from | to select the bodies, in the first instance, 
which they choose their experts, accord- | from whom the appointments were to be 
ing to the varying importance of those | made, much of the objection to the 
bodies. That would be a much more | proposal would be removed. Under the 
convenient plan, and it would not in| Technical Instruction Act, 1889, the 
any Way diminish the advantage of | Council had powers of co-optation which 
obtaining outside advice. had been freely exercised without any 
hitch whatever, and he could not see 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) | Why a power which had been exercised 
asked whether the Board of Education | with great discretion and wisdom should 


was to have power to order the appoint- | be interfered with. 
ment of the persons nominated by outside 
bodies. If a scheme could not be} (11.38) Question put. 
approved without such nominations it 
followed that the appointment of certain| The Committee divided:—Ayes, 92; 
members from outside would beabsolutely | Noes, 194. (Division List No. 482.) 





AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.Stroud | Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. | Robson, William Snowdon 











Ashton, Thomas Gair | Helme, Norval Watson Roe, Sir Thomas 
Atherley-Jones, L. | Holland, Sir William Henry | Runciman, Walter 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | Shackleton, David James 
Brigg, John Horniman, Frederick John | Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Broadhurst, Henry | Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) | Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Jacoby, James Alfred Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea | Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Caldwell, James | Labouchere, Henry Soares, Ernest J. 
Cameron, Robert | Lambert, George Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Layland-Barratt, Francis Strachey, Sir Edward 
Causton, Richard Knight Leese, SirJosephF.(Accrington | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Cawley, Frederick | Leigh, Sir Joseph Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Channing, Francis Allston | Leng, Sir John Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Cremer, William Randal | Levy, Maurice Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Davies, Alfrea (Carmarthen) | Lewis, John Herbert Thomas,J.A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Davies,M, Vaughan-(Cardigan | M‘Kenna, Reginald Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Mansfield, Horace Rendall Wason, Eugene 
Duncan, J. Hastings Markham, Arthur Basil White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Edwards, Frank Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen | Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Ellis, John Edward Seder, Charles (Breconshire) |} Whitley, J, H. (Halifax) 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstone | Moss, Samuel Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan | Newnes, Sir George Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmun Nussey, Thomas Willans Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford Partington, Oswald Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersfi’d 
Grant, Corrie | Pease, J. A. (Saftron Walden) | Yoxall, James Henry 
Griffith, Ellis J. Philipps, John Wynford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton Rea, Russell TELLERS FOR THE AYES- 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William | Rickett, J. Compton Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Harwood, George Rigg, Richard Mr. William M‘Arthur. 
NOES. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel ; Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W (Leeds 
Allhusen,AugustusH’nryEden | Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Banbury, Frederick George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Bain, Colonel James Robert Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Baira, John George Alexander | Beresford, Lord Charles Wm. 


Sir Brampton Gurdon. 
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Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A.(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Compton, Lord Alwyne | 
Couk, Sir Frederick Lacas 
Cox, lrwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry Jonn C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.SirJohn E. 
Doughty, George 

Duke, Heory Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry Wiiliam 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W 
Gibbs, Hn. A. G. H.(Cityof Lond 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gorst, Kt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henrv Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW (B’ry S Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury | 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 





(11.51) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question ‘That the words of the Clause 
to the first word “of,” inclusive, in page 
4, line 36, stand part of the Clause,’ be 


now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 188 ; 
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Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHn Lord G(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Rewendflenkes 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,J ohn(Kent,Faversh’m 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 


| King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Knowles, Lees 


| Lambton, Hon. Frederick 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 


| Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfriessh. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hon. J.Scott (Hants. 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 


| Muatz, Sir Philip A. 
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Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pemberton, John §S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Waiter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley,Hon M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, Es st) 
Smith, HC(North’mb, Tyne-ide 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somer-et 
Stewart,SirMark J. M‘Taggart 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. HnJG(Oxford Univ. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir William H. 


| Welby, Lt-Col A.C. E. (Taunton 


Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute | 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Myers, William Henry 


now put.” 


Noes, 90. 


Welby,SirCharles G.E. (Notts. ) 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dor:et) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


Question put, “That the Question 
‘That the words of the Clause to the 
first word “of,” inclusive, in page 4, 
line 36, stand part of the Clause,’ be 


(Division List No. 483.) 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

ot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford LordCharles William 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Bowles, Capt.H.F. (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
‘Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
‘Chamberlain, Rt Hn. J.A(Wore 
‘Chapman, Edward 
‘Charrington, Spencer 
‘Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Je<se 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
‘Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
‘Cranborne, Viscount 
‘Crossley. Sir Savile 
‘Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
‘Cast, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dorington,Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glove.,Stroud 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 








{COMMONS} 
AYES. 


Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(City of Lond 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson,SirAngustus Frederick 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Edm'nds 
Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(KentFaversham 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt, Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel,Captain HerbertMerton 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 


Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham | 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Leveson-Gower, Frederick,N.S | 


Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham | 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 


Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire | 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, ‘Thomas 
Montagu,Hon.J.Scott (Hants. ) 


More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) | 


Morgan David J (Walthamstow 


NOES. 


Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 





Bill. 


) Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
MurrayRtHn.A.Graham(Bute 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’ Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John S. G, 
Pierpoint, Robert 
| Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
| Purvis, Robert 
| Pym, C. Guy 
| Randles, John S. 
| Rankin, Sir James 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 
| Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
| Ridley,Hon.M. W .(Stalybridge 
| Ritchie, RtHon, Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
| Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
| Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
| Smith JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, EdwardJas (Somerset) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M‘Taggait 
Strut:, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chiche-ter) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir. Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C. E.(Taunton 
| Welby,SirCharlesG. E.( Notts. ) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashtonund. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
| Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rv. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
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Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 


(11.59.) Question put accordingly. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Althusen, AugustusH’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hun. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
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Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Leese,SirJosephF.( Accrington 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 

Markham, Arthur Basil 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 

Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
toe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 





Shackleton, David James 


Noes, 90. 
AYES. 
| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
| Cranborne, Viscount 
| Crossley, Sir Savile 
| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
| Cust, Henry John C. 
| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
| Dorington, Rt. Hon.SirJohn E. 
| Doughty, George 
| Duke, Henry Edward 
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Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn,C.R.(Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Tkomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A (Glam’rgan,Gower 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.). 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R) 
Woodhouse,Sir J T(Huddersf'd 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone 
and Mr. William M‘Arthur. 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 190 ; 
(Division List No. 484.) 


| Henderson, Sir Alexander 

| Hickman, Sir Alfred 

| Higginbottom, S. W. 

| Hoare, Sir Samuel 

| Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. ) 

| Hogg, Lindsay 

| Hope,J. F.(Shetfield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

| Howard,John(Kent,F’versham 


kaird, John George Alexander | Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Faber, George Denison (York) | Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds | Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Baabury, Frederick George | Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mance’r | Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 





Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
sowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
| Finch, George H. 

| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Fisher, William Hayes 

| Fison, Frederick William 

| Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
| Forster, Henry William 

| Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G,H.(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
| Goulding Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE W(B’ryS. Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 





| Johnstone, Heywood 

| Kemp, George 

| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 

| Keswick, William 

| King, Sir Heory Seymour 

| Knowles, Lees 

| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 

| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 

| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 

| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Geraid Walter Erskine 

| Long,Col.CharlesW.)Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 

| Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 

| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

| Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 

| Macdona, John Cumming 

| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 

Maxwell, W.J H(Dumfriesshire 

Mildmay, Francis Bingham 

| Milvain, Thomas 

| Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
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More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) | 
Morgan, DavidJ'(Walth’mstow | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

tatch, Major Frederic Carne 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,Chas. P.(Gloue., Stroud) 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Camphell-Bannerman, Sir H 
Canston, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
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Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson | 


| Renwick, George 
| Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
| Ritchie, Kt. HonChas. Thomson 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Kopner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
| Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James:Parker(Lanarks. ) 


' Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Spear, John Ward | 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 


| Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart | 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) | 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 


NOES. 


Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seaie- | 
Hayter, Rt.Hon.Sir Arthur D. | 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


| Jones, Dvd. Brynmor (Swansea | 


Labouchere, Henry 


‘ Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Leese, Sir Jsph.F. (Accrington) | 
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| Thornton, Perey M. 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond,Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH, 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharles G. E. (Notts, 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


| Rigg, Richard 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 
Runciman, Walter 


Shackleton, David James 


| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 


| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer,Rt.Hn.C.R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 





Channing, Francis Allston | Leigh, Sir Joseph | Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Cremer, William Randal | Leng, Sir John | Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) Levy, Maurice Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | Lewis, John Herbert | Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles M‘Kenna, Reginald | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Duncan, J. Hastings | Mansfield, Horace Rendall | Wason, Eugene 

Edwards, Frank | Markham, Arthur Basil | White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Ellis, John Edward | Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) | Whiteley,George( York,W.R.) 
Evans,Sir Fras. H.(Maidstone) Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro(Leith) | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond Nussey, Thomas Willans | Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford Partington, Oswald | Woodhouse,SirJ.T (Hudd’rsf'd 
Grant, Corrie Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | 
Griffith, Ellis J. | Philipps, John Wynford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton Rea, Russell 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. | Rickett, J. Compton 


It being after Midnight, the Chairman | SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 


left the Chair to make his Report <o | , rane iaaee.) 
| Considered in Committee, and 
the House. 


| ported, with Amendments; as amended, 


' Moss, Samuel 
Newnes, Sir George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur 


Te- 


Committee report Progress - to sit | to be considered Tomorrow. 


ain Tomorrow : ' 
ag | Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. | Order of the House of the 16th October 
Considered in Committee, and re- last, adjourned the House wizhout Ques- 


ported, without Amendment ; to be read tion put. 


the third time Tomorrow. | Adjourned at a quarter after 


Twelve o’clock. 
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secret «o 


~ lie upon the Table. 


: tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


381 Questions. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 7th November, 1902. 





The House met at Twelve of the clock. 





ADJOURNMENT. 
Resolved, That this House, at the 


rising of the House this day, do ad-| 


journ till Monday next.—(Sir Alexander 
Acland-Hood.) 





NEW MEMBER SWORN. 


Herbert Louis Samuel, esquire, or 
North Riding of Yorkshire (Cleveland 
Division.) 





PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 
Petition from Wednesbury, for abolition 
of restrictions ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
B 


LL. 


Petition from Glasgow, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petition from Wednesbury, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


{7 NOVEMBER 1902} 


Questions. 382 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed’ 
[No 368.] 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 





Royal Parks—Concessions to Local 
Authorities—Bushey Park. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): Toask the hon. Member for North 
Huntingdonshire, as representing the 

‘irst Commissioner of Works, whether 
he is aware that endeavours have been 
made by local authorities and others to 
obtain concessions of portions of the parks 
around London which have been refused ; 
whether he is aware of the condition of 
the road along the side of Bushey Park 
which has been made over to the 
London United Tramways Company ; 
and whether the exchange which has 
_ been effected by the Office of Works of 
a portion of Bushey Park against the 
| land given by the London United Tram- 
| ways Company is of equal value to that 
of the amount of land necessary for the 
London United Tramways Company 
to buy in order to lay down a tramway 
without danger to the public. 











(Answered by Mr, Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
The First Commissioner is not aware that 
concessions of portions of Royal Parks 





EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petition from Enfield, in favour ; to | 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN 
TRADE. 


Petition from Wednesbury, for legisla- 


SITE VALUES (INSANITARY AREAS). 


Petition from St. Pancras, for legisla- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 





VETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





SUPERANNUATION. 
Return [presented 31st October] to be 
printed. [No. 367.] 





FISHING PIERS (IRELAND). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 17th July; Sir Thomas Esmonde]; | 


VOL. CXIV. [FOURTH SERIES. | 


around London have been refused to local 
authorities when it has been established 
that such concessions were necessary in the 
public interest and for the public safety, 
but concessions have been refused to 
private individuals. The road along the 
side of Bushey Park is under the control 
of the local authority, and the First 
Commissioner is in no way responsible 
for the condition thereof. No exchange 
of land has been effected by the First 
Commissioner with the United Tramways 
Company ; the use of the strip of land 
to be added to the road by setting back 
the park fence will be handed over to 
the local authority. 


India—Cultivated and Waste Lands 
Statistics, 1880-1902. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India if 
he will state approximately the number 
of acres of land in each province of 
India which were under cultivation in 
1880 and are now lying waste. 


N 
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(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) I am unable to give the 
hon. Member the information asked for, 
as the agricultural statistics of the 


Questions. 


several provinces do not show the lands | 


which were cultivated in 1880 and are 
now uncultivated. 


Rupee Coinage, Gold Reserve, etc. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will state the 
number of rupees coined during the 
financial year 1901-02, the net profit 
derived therefrom, and the amount of 
the gold reserve fund which not long 
since was established in connection with 
the currency system of India. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord G. 
Hamilton.) The number of rupees 
coined in 1901-02, including old rupees 
recoined, was 495,20,460. The profit 
that accrued to the gold reserve fund 
during the year was £415,100. The 
gold reserve fund now consists of 
£3,738,000 Consols in England and 
£175,000 gold in India. 


Indian Currency—Closing of Mints in 
Native States. 

Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether, concurrently with 
closing the mints in British India to 
the free coinage of silver in 1893, the 
mints of all, or any, of the native states 
were then or subsequently closed ; and, 
if so, will he sayin which States the 
mints have been so closed. 


(Answered by Seeretary Lord G. 
Hamilton.) Since 1893 the following | 
native states in India have closed their 
mints and abandoned their local silver | 
currencies in favour of the Government | 
of India’s rupee :—1894, Dewas States ; 
1895, certain states in Bhopowar 
Agency, and Western Malwa Agency ; 
1896, Palanpur ; 1897, Bhopal and lesser | 
neighbouring states; Kashmir; 1900, | 
Radhanpur; Nawanagar; Jodhpur; 
3aroda; 1901, Jhalawar and Kota; 
1902, Indore. 


Expenses of Indian Guests and Troops at 
the Coronation. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India, 
with reference to the charges incurred 
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{is erroneous. 
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in connection with the official Indian 
visitors in this country for the 
Coronation, whether’ the British 


Exchequer is to pay only charges in 
respect of the representatives of the 
Presidency towns and the Provinces ; 
whether the British Exchequer will 
defrar any, and, if so, what charges in 
respect of visitors who were Indian 
princes or chiefs; and who will defray 
the expenses of the Indian military 
contingent, of transport of the troops to 
this country and back to India, and of 
the reception held at the India Office on 
4th July respectively. 


(Answered by Secretary Lod G. 
Hamilton.) The Treasury has undertaken 
to bear the whole of the expenditure 
incurred in this country on account of 
the visit of Indian princes, delegates, 
and troops on the occasion of the 
Coronation, including the cost of the 
reception at the India Office; but, in 
accordance with the course followed in 
the case of Colonial visitors, all transport 
charges will be borne by India. 


Indian Budget—Notation Employed in 
Explanatory Memorandums. 

Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if it is due to the 
altered significance of the symbol £, as 
used during the last two years, that 
while in the Explanatory Memorandum 
of the Indian Budget for 1899-1900 the 
capital liabilities of the Government of 
India exceeded the assets by £53,029,000, 
in the present year the assets exceed 
liabilities by only £1,240,000; if not 
will he explain to what is the reduction 
due. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord G. 
Hamilton.) I understand the hon. 
‘Member to suggest that in the Ex- 


planatory Memorandum published in 
1899, it was stated that the liabilities of 
the Government of India exceeded their 
assets by £53,029,000. This suggestion 
On page 25 of the 
Memorandum in question the balance of 
assets and liabilities was shown as 
follows: Excess of assets over liabilities 
in India, Rx.32,010,000; excess of 
liabilities over assets in England, 
£53,029,000. Converting the Indian 
| figures at the rate of 15 rupees to the 
pound, the excess of liabilities over assets 
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in both countries on the 3lst of March, 
1899, is thus £31,689,000, or £21,340,000 
Jess than the figures given by the hon, 
Member. The improvement shown in the 
statement for the present vear is not 
due to the change in the form of 
accounts. The chief items contributing 
to it (besides the normal growth in the 
value of railway and irrigation works 
due to expenditure on construction 
beyond the amount provided by borrow- 
ing) are the acquisition of the Great 
Indian Peninsula Railway by the 
creation of annuities, according to the 
system explained in the footnote to the 
statement, and at greater length on page 
10 of the Explanatory Memorandum of 
July, 1901, the creation of a Gold Reserve 
Fund from the profits on coinage, the 
increase in the loans made by the 
Government of India from _ their 
balances to corporations and Native 
States, and the increase in the cash 
balances in India and England. 


London Water Bill—Remuneration to 
proposed Commissioners. 


Sirk JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): To ask the President of the 


Local Government Board whether he} 


can now state, or before Clause 23 of 
the London Water Bill is reached he will 
promulgate information showing, the 
amount and nature of the remuneration 
to be assigned to each of the Commis- 
sioners by the Local Government Board. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I gave 
careful consideration to this matter before 
the Bill was introduced ; but I felt then, 
and still feel, that it is impossible 
to determine the amount of the re- 
muneration to be paid to the Commis- 
sioners until the extent of the duties 
which they will be called upon to 
perform is ascertained. For this reason 
[ am unable to give the information 
desired by my hon. friend. I have 
satisfied myself, however, that no undue 
cost will be involved. 


Army—Average Annual Cost of various 
Arms. 


Str EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
can state the approximate average 
annual cost of an infantry soldier of the 
line, a cavalry soldier, a militiaman, an 
Imperial yeoman, and a volunteer. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The average annual cost of a private of 
each of the arms mentioned is approxi- 
mately as follows:—Infantry of the 
Line, £52 6s. 4d.; Cavalry of Line, 
£58 16s. 9d.; Militia ‘Infantry) 
£18 12s. 6d.; Imperial Yeomanry, 
£19 13s. 6d.; Volunteers, £6 Os. Od. 
The cost of infantry and cavalry re- 
spectively after lst April, 1904, when the 
increased pay takes effect, will be 
£59 6s. 1d. and £65 16s. 6d. 


South Africa—War Losses Loaa— 
Distribution. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether, in the distribution 
of the two millions to persons other than 
burghers who have suffered losses because 
of the war, compensation will be given to 
those British firms who declined to 
remain in Johannesburg and Pretoria 
after the beginning of the war, to help 
the Boers by continuing to trade with 
them, and were in consequence exposed 
to losses by confiscation of stock-in-trade 
and otherwise. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The only limitation with regard to those 
who will be entitled to participate in the 
grant of £2,000,000 on proof of war 
losses, is that companies and large firms 
will be excluded, in accordance with the 
principle on which compensation has been 
awarded in Natal. 





EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
{[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Clause 12 :— 


(12.10.) Str EDWARD STRACHEY 
(Somersetshire, S.) moved to include 
Rural District Councils _ specifically 
among the bodies which should nomi- 
nate persons of experience in education 
to serve on the Education Committee. 
He said the Amendment was supported 
on both sides of the House. It was felt 
by the Rural District Councils that they 
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were rather left out in the cold as 
compared with the Urban District 
Councils, and the noble Lord the 
Member for the Horncastle Division 
of Lincolnshire had, with himself, been 
requested to put this Amendment on 
the Paper by the Rural District Coun- 
cils yssociation, a body which repre- 
sented 200 Rural District Councils. If 
the hon. Baronet in charge of the Bill 
could not now accept the Amendment, 
he hoped that at any rate he would 
promise it favourable consideration. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 4, line 36, after the first word 
‘of, to insert the words ‘Rural District 
Councils.’ ”—(Str Edward Strachey.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Tue SECRETARY or toe BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Sir WILLIAM ANSON, 
Oxford University) declined to accept 
the Amendment, urging that it was 
better to leave the words perfectly 
general, so that the education authority 
might be at liberty to make its selection 
from any public or other body it might 
choose. If it should be thought desir- 
able by a local authority to apply to the 
Rural District Council, it would be able 
to do so as the Bill now stood. If not, 
the Bill enabled the authority to have 
recourse to such other bodies as it judged 
desirable. He could not help thinking 
that the Amendment was an objectless 
Amendment, so far as extending the 
powers of local authorities was con- 
cerned. In addition, it was open to 
the objection that it inserted the name 
of one body, but did not enumerate the 
others. He hoped the Amendment 
would not be pressed by the hon. 
Baronet. 


Mr. BARTLEY (islington, N.) said he 


felt very strongly that these local Edu- | 


cation Committees should be as repre- 
sentative as possible, and he objected to 
this Amendment because he thought it 
would tend to limit the discretion of the 
local authority. One of the most im- 
portant features of this Clause was that 
it gave the local authority the power of 
appointing the best committee it could 
obtain. 


Sir Edward Strachey. 
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representatives of Rural District Coun- 
cils would be desirable, but he thought 
those cases would not be very common, 
and he was in favour of leaving to the 
local authority the fullest discretion. 


*Smrr FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
suggested that the Amendment com- 
manded the Council to perform an 
impossibility. How many Rural Dis- 
trict Councils were there in the cities 
of Liverpool, Manchester, or Leeds? On 
the ground of number alone it would be 
impossible to give them all a representa- 
tion on the Committee. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Han, N.) 
said that to his mind this was a most 
ridiculous Amendment. It was as he 
understood it a proposal that the Rural 
District Council should have the right of 
nominating a person to serve on the 
local Education Committee. The result 
would be that if the majority of the 
Education Committee were to be mem- 
bers of the County Council as was 
already provided by the Bill, and every 
rural district were to nominate a mem- 
ber of the minority, either there would be 
more persons with a right to sit on the 
committee than there would be seats 
available, or the County Council must 
undertake the invidious task of choosing 
between different District Councils. This 
would set up friction which would do 
incalculable injury both to education and 
local government. So far they had been 
careful to do nothing likely to cause 
friction between the supreme Council of 
the county and the Urban and Rural 
District Councils. Every effort had been 
made to secure that they should work 
harmoniously. This was the first note 
of friction, and it seemed to him that 
the Government had no alternative but 
to offer the Amendment the strongest 
possible opposition. Nothing worse 
could happen than that it should be 
carried. 


Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) said the Amendment showed ex- 
traordinary inconsistency on the part of 
the hon. Baronet who moved it. Mem- 
bers of the Rural District Councils were 
usually men who had great difficulty in 
finding time to discharge their public 
duties, and it was preposterous that the 
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County Council, when selecting experts | the men most fitted to divide them, and 
to advise them in their educational he had no doubt that among the Mem- 
work, should have to go to a body which | bers of Education Committees would be 
was composed of neither educational | found some who filled the position of 
experts nor leisured men, and the mem- | Rural District Councillors. 
bers of which would in consequence of | 
the difficulty of having to go to the) Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
county town to attend meetings, abstain _ pointed out that if Rural District Councils 
from putting in an appearance. He were given the right to nominate repre- - 
strongly opposed the Amendment. | sentatives on the Education Committee 
| an equally good claim might be advanced 
Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE on behalf of the Urban District Councils 
(Sussex, Horsham) said he was much and small boroughs, and if the rights of 
struck by the sudden cessation of talk | both kinds of bodies were conceded, the 
on the part of the Opposition, after the Education Committee would be filled by 
Amendment had been moved. There their representatives to the entire exclu- 
must be surely something very remark- | sion of other representatives of educa- 
able in this unexpected silence. He felt tional bodies who would be specially 
sure the Opposition would not have been | fitted to advise the County Councils in, 
so anxious to divide so early had this this important work entrusted to them. 
Amendment been submitted from the | Therefore, while recognising the reasons 
Government side of the House. He did! for the Amendment, he was unable to 
not in the least undervalue the work of vote for it. 
Rural Councils, but it could not be said 
that the members of those bodies had 12.33.) Question put— 
much experience in educational work. 
The Clause, as it stood, gave ample The Committee divided :—Ayes, 74 ; 
power to the County Councils to select Noes, 117. (Division List No. 485.) 


AYES. 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) | Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton | Roe, Sir Thomas 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud | Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Runciman, Walter 
Ashton, Thomas Gair Helme, Norval Watson | Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Brigg, John Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | Shackleton, David James 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Horniman, Frederick John | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) | Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Burns, John | Jacoby, James Alfred | Sloan, Thomas od 
Buxton, Sydney Charles | Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea | Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Caldwell, James | Lambert, George Soares, Ernest J. 
Cameron, Robert | Layland-Barratt, Francis | Spencer, Rt. HnC. R. (Northants 
Causton, Richard Knight | Leese, SirJosephF.(Accrington | Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Channing, Francis Allston Leigh, Sir Joseph . | Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | Leng, Sir John Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | Lewis, John Herbert | Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Duncan, J. Hastings | Lloyd-George, David | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Edwards, Frank | M‘Kenna, Reginald | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Elibank, Master of | Mansfield, Horace Rendall | Wason, Eugene 
Ellis, John Edward | Markham, Arthur Basil | White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Emmott, Alfred | Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert | Nussey, Thomas Willans | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) Wilson, HenryJ.(York, W.R.) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Perks, Robert William | Yoxall, James Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. | Price, Robert John | 
Gladstone,Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn | Rea, Russell | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
(ioddard, Daniel Ford | Reckitt, Harold James Sir Edward Strachey and 
Grant, Corrie Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) Mr. Thomas Bayley 
NOES. 


Bain, Colonel James Robert | Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Baird, John George Alexander | Bond, Edward 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r. | Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Allhusen,AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 





Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds | Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John Bartley, George C. T. Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Bentinck, Lord Henry C. Carew, James Lawrence 
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Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chawm berlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A. (Wore. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E, 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohnE. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 

‘Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Haye~ 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir E. W(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Gretton, John 
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Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lueas, RegivaldJ.(Portsmouth | 


Maclver David (Liverpool) 


M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW | 


Malcolm, Ian 

Maxwell, W.J H( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, it 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 


HnA.Graham(Bute | 
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| Purvis, Robert 
| Pym, C. Guy 
| Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
| Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ritehie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
| Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
| Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
| Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH. 
Welby,Lt. -Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
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Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. ) 
Hope,J. F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 


Perey, Earl 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | 
E.) moved to leave out ‘‘ other bodies ”’ 
and insert “educational institutions in 

or near the district not themselves subject 

to the control of the local education 

authority, such as universities, colleges 

of university rank, non-local schools, and 

local endowed schools.” He said it 

would be observed that this Amendment 

dealt with the question of the repre- 

sentation of educational bodies in no 

sectarian or sectional spirit." If they 

were to have nominations from any 

bodies at all it was desirable to restrict 

them to such bodies as proceeded on 

broad national lines. He wished to point 

out that there were other bodies, such 

as trade unions and co-operative societies, | 
which he had no desire to exclude. He 

wanted, in fact, to bring in bodies which | 
sought to promote the general welfare 
of the whole body politic. He regretted 
that they had not on the previous day 

an opportunity of arriving at some 
compromise as to the form of nomination. | 
What he was contending for in his | 
Amendment was that the bodies which | 
should contribute to the membership of | 
the local committee should be bodies of 


an educational character as distinct from | themselves subject to the control of the local 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-kwing, Charles Lindsay | Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

Pemberton, John 8S. G. 


Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. 


Welby, Sir Charles G. E. (Notts) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath) 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


| 

| 

| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
| Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 
| 


-Col. Edward 


sectional or sectarian interests, and the 
Amendment was pressed upon him by 
those who were interested in higher 
education in Birmingham and the Mid- 
lands generally. The Government had 
intimated that the Board of Education 
would carefully weigh the claims of 
strictly sectarian bodies, and press those 
claims upon the County Councils. Now, 
one of the main objects of the Bill, as 
he understood it, was that it was to be 
a really educational measure, bringing 
all branches of education together; but 
the Board of Education, by pressing the 
claims of purely sectarian bodies on the 
County Councils, would be importing 
into the new educational machinery the 
very evil of sectarian strife and ani- 
mosity which the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Cambridge University, 
while in office, again and again protested 
against—the evil which resu'ted from 
the popular election of School Boards 
under the cumulative vote. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 36, to leave out the words 
| ‘other odies,’ and insert the words ‘ educa- 
| tional institutions in or near the district not 
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education authority, such as universities, 
colleges of university rank, non-local schools 
and local endowed schools. —(Mr. Channing.) ”’ 
‘i : 

Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘other ° stand part of the Clause.” 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BALFoUR, Manchester, E.) said he im- 
agined no one would object to the enumera- 
tion of the bodies which the hon. Member 
desired to see represented on the Education 
Committee. But he did not see on what 
principle of justice the hon. Gentleman 
desired to exclude any other institution, 
such as the Association of Voluntary 
Schools, from representation. They were 
going, rightly or wrongly, to place the 
denominational schools under the control 
of the education authority, and to insist 
that upon every board of management of 
the voluntary schools there should be a 
representative of the local education 
authority. Was it not common fairness 
that they should have, not apreponderating 
representation, nor even a numerically 
important representation, but at all events 
someone on the Education Committee 
through whom they might make their 
views heard’? Although that was a 
perfectly sound view as regarded all 
denominational schools, probably it was 
of less real importance when they were 
dealing with Anglican schools, or even 
Wesleyan schools, than it was when they 
were dealing with Roman Catholic schools. 
There ought to be some one on the Edu- 
cation Committee to represent Roman 
Catholic schools in regard to any action 
the committee might take which specially 
affected those schools. To try to prevent 
that simple measure of fairness from 
being carried out by using such phrases 
as “sectarian” and “ anti-national” was 
not very wise. He believed the Com- 
mittee, except for the purpose of sectarian 
controversy, did not really desire such an 
exclusion, and he trusted the Amendment 
would be rejected. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) thought a 
strong case existed for the Amendment. 
The right hon. Gentleman had not given 
any reason why these sectarian associa- 
tions should be represented on the Edu- 
cation Committee. No difficulty would 
arise in regard to the Roman Catholic 
schools, because, with some exceptions, 
those schools were only used by members 
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of their own denomination. He could 
not conceive that anybody wanted to 
injure them or to deal unjustly by them. 
Yet their case was always trotted out in 
the front rank of the schools as to which 
difficulty was likely to arise. He pro- 
tested against the use that was made of 
the Roman Catholic case. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
that the case was strongest in regard to 
the Roman Catholic schools ; but there 
was a case with regard to the other schools. 


Mr. BRYCE said by Clause 8 they 
had subjected the denominational schools 
to the control of the local authority for 
all the purposes of secular instruction. 
Therefore, so far as secular instruction 
was concerned, the denominational schools 
were on a level with other schools. For 
the purposes of religious instruction the 
denominational schools were absolutely 
under the control of their own managers. 
No question could come before the Edu- 
cation Committee which involved religious 
instruction, and, therefore, so far as he 
could see, the raison d’étre for the repre- 
sentation of these bodies on the com- 
mittee entirely disappeared. The object 
of the Government was to give them a 
double control. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. BRYCE said their pane 
were to have complete and absolute 
control over religious instruction, and 
yet religious instruction was the reason 
for giving them representation on the 
committee. It was an illustration of 
a familiar proverb—they wanted both to 
eat their cake and have it. He entirely 
failed to see the ground or justice of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s demand. 
If the local education authority had been 
given any power to interfere with 
religious instruction, this claim to repre- 
sentation would have been well founded. 
But there was no such power, and the 
claim, therefore, fell to the ground. He 
saw no reason why any sectarian associa- 
tion should be given representation on 
the committee. Nothing could be 
worse for the goud working of the com- 
mittee than that certain persons should 
be put on it to be the champions of 
sectarianism. That would introduce 
into this new body an element of discord 
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which need not be there at all, and it 
was a very bad omen for the working 
of the committee, for there could be 
nothing more likely to introduce the 
party element and the germ of discord 
than the adoption of such a policy. 


(1.0.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The 
Committee will allow me to say one 
word in reply to what has fallen from 
the right hon. Gentleman. He talks in 
the first place as if the allowing of a 
single representative of a Roman 
Catholic Voluntary School Association 
in the district to be on the committee 
is to give them a controlling voice, or 
something like a controlling voice. [An 
Hon. Member: No.] At all events an 
important voice in the management of 
the schools of the district. That I 
understood to be the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s argument. But it should be 
remembered that in respect of these very 
Roman Catholic schools you have put, 
not one out of forty-five or fifty, but two 
out of six, who are to represent the local 
education authority on the board of 
managers. If that is not interference 
with sectarian education, surely he might 
allow the whole body of Roman Catholic 
schools in a district to send one repre- 
sentative to the Education Committee in 
case something should arise which 
specially affects their interests. Other 
questions than religious education would 
be of interest to the denominational 
managers. The very preservation of 
these schools is not a question of 
religious teaching, but it is a question of 
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a sufficient reason for giving. these 
schools some way of making their voices 
heard. But there is more than that. 
Let the Committee remember what the 
right hon. Gentleman has asked. It is 
that the education authority shall have 
the right to veto the appointment of a 
teacher. The Education Committee have 
to advise on that point. Isit not fair and 
commonsense that at all events before 
so drastic a policy is pursued the 
voluntary schools concerned should have 
some methods of explaining their views ? 
I do really think that if hon. Members 
would approach this question in a more 
impartial spirit than the right hon. 
Gentleman has done, they would not 
attempt to force on the House or into 
the Bill provisions which would be in- 
equitable in working. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said he did not think the 
| Prime Minister had quite fairly stated 
| the objection of his right hon. friend 
'the Member for South Aberdeen. His 
| right hon. friend had never objected to 
allowing a Roman Catholic to sit on the 
committee. 








| Mr. BRYCE: I did not understand the 
| right hon. Gentleman to say that I had 
'done so. If he had saidso I should 
have contradicted him. I have not the 
slightest objection to Roman Catholics 
being on the committee. I think it 
might be a courteous thing to invite 
persons of all denominations. My objec- 
tion is to their being on the committee 





the greatest interest of the denomination, | jn the capacity of Roman Catholics. 
and surely they might be allowed to | 
make their voices heard if any policy is) fx, LLOYD-GEORGE said he under- 
initiated which would have a destructive stood that his right hon. friend objected 
effect. to a RomanCatholic or anyone else being 
| forced on a body of that character merely 
Mr. BRYCE: But the Education Com- | because of his faith. 
mittee will have no policy. It will be} 
the policy of the County Council. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: To represent 
the schools. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Surely they 
might be allowed to explain or, at all) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: But after all 
events, to make their voice heard in the it was a theological test, and no such 
committee which is to advise the Council test should either qualify or disqualify 
in these matters. But that is not all, for membership of the committee. Let 
although I think that would be enough. no man sit in this governing body with 
I think the fact that this Education regard to his religious faith or sect. If 
Committee is to advise not only upon the Government were anxious that 
broad policy but upon other matters is Roman Catholics should have a voice in 


Mr. Bryce. 
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the management, not merely of their 
own schools, but of the educational 
system of the country, why did they 
abolish the School Board? There | 
were districts in which Roman Catholics | 
were in a small minority, but one belong- | 
ing to their religion got on to the 
School Board. Was not that a Letter 
system than the system now proposed ? 
It was idle forthe Prime Minister to 
curry favour with Catholics by propos- 
ing to allow them to become members 
of the committee. By the system 
which the opponents of this Bill 
wished to retain, Roman Catholics 
were allowed to represent their educa- 


tional interests on almost every School | 


Board throughout the country. It was 
assumed, because a body was more or less 
in the hands of Nonconformists, that 
therefore Anglicans and Roman Catholics 
were necessarily excluded from a voice in 
its affairs. That was perfectly absurd. 
The governing bodies in Wales did not 
exclude Roman Catholics. If a Catholic 
was willing to work for the general 
interest of the community they selected 


him without regard to his creed. In, 


the county of Merioneth, which was 
as Nonconformist as any in Wales, they 
a Short time ago selected a Roman 
Catholic for a teachership because he 
was a better man than the Nonconform- 
ist candidates. It was ‘dle to talk as if 
there was a dead set against Roman 
Catholics because of their faith. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire) said that in his county | 
there never had been any religious 
difficulty at all, and that was not because 
the members of the governing body 
did not hold strong opinions one way or 
another, but simply because they were 
willing to work in the general interest 
of education. Of course they were aided 
by the fact that under the Welsh Act 
there was complete exclusion of sectarian 
influences. The non-sectarian character 
of the bodies contributed to their har- 
monious working, and he sincerely 
trusted that nothing would be done by 
future legislation which would infringe 
that principle. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said it seemed 
to him that the real difficulty about the 
Clause, as it stood, was that it would be, 
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possible for sectarian bodies to nominate 


| persons to the Education Committee who 


would be firebrands, and who might 
do a great deal of mischief. He noticed 
that the Prime Minister was making 
more and more use of the Roman 
Catholic case. It was a separate case, but 
he fully admitted, with the Prime Minister, 
that it could not be treated separately. 
He only wished that it could be treated 
separately. But that case should not 
prejudice the wider case. If these de- 
nominational representatives were put 
on the Education Committee, what be- 
came of the complete control of secular 
education by the local authority. The 
parents of the children attending the 
elementary schools elected the local 
Councils. While the question of religious 
instruction was excluded from the pur- 
view of the Education Committee, was 
it necessary to have these elementary 
schools specially represented on the 
Education Committee ? He fully agreed 
with his hon. friend who moved the 
Amendment that the bodies he named 
were those most suitable to nominate 
their own representatives. He did not 
himself see that it was necessary to have 
special representatives of the elementary 
schools, although he admitted that in 
many cases it would be very wise if men 
of that kind were on the committee. 
But surely they were covered by the 
words ‘‘ persons of experience in educa- 
tion.” On the other hand, they did want 
experts such as would be appointed by 
the bodies named by the hon. Member 
for East Northamptonshire. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somer 
setshire, E.) said that he thought 
the Clause should be modified in some 
direction. He had no objection at all 
to the County Councils voluntarily 
giving the right of nomination to other 
bodies which were interested in educa- 
tion, but that was a different matter from 
allowing a Government Department to 
force on the County Council the right of 
nomination in favour of another body 
against the will of the local authority. It 
seemed to him that the words of the 
Clause put it in the power of the Board 
of Education to force on the County 
Council the acceptance of a scheme which 
would give the right of nomination to 
a body to which the County Council 
distinctly objected. He viewed with 
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great apprehension the friction and op- 


position which was sure to arise between | 


the Education Department which had 
decided views and a County Council 
which entertained equally decided views 
in an opposite direction. He thought it 
would be most unfortunate if there was a 
struggle between them, and that con- 
troversies on such delicate questions 
should arise. The position of the County 
Councils would be very uncomfortable, 
and even intolerable; and for these 
reasons he should like to see some modi- 
fication introduced, if not now, at a future 
stage—some such limiting words . as 
‘‘where it appears desirable,” so as to 
give the County Council the option to 
say whether these other bodies should 
have the right of nomination or not. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he had an 
Amendment lower down on the Paper 
which substantially raised the same points 
involved in the discussion of the Amend- 
ment of his hon. friend, and he asked the 
permission of the Committee to make a 
few general observations on the subject. 
They had heard a great deal from the 
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Prime Minister and the Attorney General | 


the previous day and that morning, about 
the wishes and the position of the local 
authorities, the County Councils in par- 
ticular. It occurred to him that it was a 
curious thing that the natural course had 
not been adopted by the Government of 
trying to find out from the municipalities, 
and the County Councils themselves 
what they wanted, for surely they 
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| given by the Attorney General, it would 
have brought down the condemnation of 
‘these important bodies. However Con- 
servative a body the County Councils 
Association might be, there was a division 
of opinion amongst the members that did 
not correspond with party. It wasa 
division between the lay and the clerical 
mind which was far more serious than 
party distinction. He believed that the 
County Councils Association and the 
Municipal Association would resent 
having forced on them gentlemen, how- 
ever eminent, respectable, and personally 
popular, who were sent to “roll the log” 
of some particular religious denomination. 
The Prime Minister had used an argument 
_with the spirit of which he entirely 
| sympathised, but he could not agree with 
the conclusion which the right hon. 
Gentleman drew from it. He said how 
hard it would be if a Roman Catholic 
or Church of England teacher were 
dismissed by the interference of the 
managers, or the County Council itself, 
'and there was nobody to speak for the 
teacher, or as it were to hold a brief on 
the Committee to defend the cause of the 
denomination. Now, he contended that 
cases of that kind ought to be judged im- 
partially, and theincriminated party ought 
himself to be heard. He could hardly 
imagine anything more objectionable than 
that when a case of a Roman Catholic, 


or Church of England, or Wesleyan school 


were the best judges in this matter. | 


The representative Municipal Associa- 


tions, and the Association of County | 


Councils had given no approval whatever 


to bringing in representatives of bodies | 


unless these were educational bodies. The 


words of the Clause were carefully con- | 


sidered by both these Associations when 
the Bill was first printed, and when there 
was a desire to place the most favourable 
construction upon the words, some of 


came up, there should be some gentleman 
at the table whose bounden duty would 
be to get up on the Committee and 
argue in behalf of his particular client. 
That was his answer to the Prime 
Minister. He regretted that the hon. 
Member for North West Ham was not now 
in his place, because he had told the Com- 
mittee the previous day that what he 
desired was a system of representation 
which he found last year on a visit to 
Zurich in Switzerland. The hon. Mem- 


| ber for North West Ham had told the 
| Committee that his ideal was that the 


which seemed to be rather vague, and | 
they drew up a resolution in regard to 


the matter. ‘The deputation which waited 


on the Duke of Devonshire was specifi- | 
cally of opinion that a majority of the | 


Education Committee should beappointed | 
He was sure | 


from their own number. 
that if these mysterious words in the 


nominations should come from great 
educational bodies, as was the case in 
Zurich. That was what was proposed 
in the Amendment, which might be 
called the Zurich Amendment. Let it 
not be said again that the Opposition 
were opposed to co-optation. What they 
were opposed to was nomination by 
sectarian and denominational bodies. 


Clause had been explained in the manner They knew the machinery of co-optation 


Mr. Henry Hobhouse. 
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and were strong partisans of it. He 
knew gentlemen who had been originally 
opposed to co-optation, but who had been 
converted to it by the admirable manner 
in which men, chosen by co-optation, did 
their work. He wanted to ask the 
Prime Minister whether the meaning 
of these two sub-Sections, taken  to- 
gether, was that the committees should 
consist entirely of representatives of the 
County Council, and those persons 
nominated by the representative bodies, 
or whether the scheme also provided 
for co-option. Suppose the committee 
consisted of twenty members, and that 
the County Council only appointed one, 
were the remaining nineteen to be all of 
the class described in sub-Section ()) ; 
or was it to be in the power of the 
County Councils to appoint four or five 
representatives from public bodies, and 
the others by co-optation ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The second 


alternative is the right one. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 
that that should be made clear in the 
Clause, because it was not clear now. 
He hoped that before the Report stage 
of the Bill was reached, the Government 
would carefully consider the views of 
the great municipal bodies and County 
Councils who, he was sure, did not wish 
sectarian and denominational interests 
thrust into their midst. They ought to 
be free from the unfortunate animosity 
that had done so much to injure the 
cause of education in the past. 


*(1.30.) Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) 
said he quite agreed that the kind of 
bodies the hon. Member indicated in his 
Amendment were bodies which might 
naturally have the power under the 
scheme of appointing members of the 
Education Committee, but these were not 
all the bodies which ought to have a 
right to that privilege. As an hon. 
Member who had had practical experi- 
ence upon this point, he should like to 
state what took place in regard to the 
London County Council and its Education 
Committee. The London County Council 
was not obliged to admit anybody but 
members of its own body, but they 
adopted a very much wiser course, and 
while maintaining that a majority of the 
committee should be members of the 
Council they admitted an almost equal 
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number of other people. Amongst the 
bodies represented on the London County 
Council Education Committee were the 
London Trades Council, the London 
School Board, the Association of Head- 
masters, the National Union of Teachers, 
the City of London Guilds Institute, and 
the City Parochial Trustees who were con- 
cerned with the London Polytechnics. In 
addition to these there were two or three 
members appointed by co-optation, Uni 
versity College and King’s College were 
also represented. The circumstances of 
different districts differed enormously, 
and it was useless to prescribe that what 
was suitable for London would be suitable 
for a remote district of Devonshire, and 
some latitude must be given to the local 
authority and the Board of Education as 
to what sort of people should be co-opted. 
The more freedom of choice they gave 
the better, because different circumstances 
required different treatment, and in this 
way they were more likely to get suitable 
people. With regard to this sectarian 
question he did not know that it should 
have been raised at all. There might be 
districts in which the diocesan associa- 
tions should have a nomination, but there 
were districts where this would not be 
advisable. He did not recognise that any 
particular denomination or association had 
any claim, except under very special circum- 
stances, to nominate a member of the Edu- 
cation Committee. They ought to trust 
their officials to behave like reasonable and 
sensible people, and to do their best to 
find in each particular district the repre- 
sentatives who would be of the greatest 
service. 


Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
said they had not all got the same 
child-like faith as to the manner in which 
this Act would be administered as the 
hon. Member. Religious difficulties had 
caused much sectarian strife in the past. 
This Clause appeared to him at the 
outset a very curious Clause to construe, 
and still more difficult to enforce. He 
understood it could be enforced by 
mandamus. The new construction put 
upon the Clause by the explanations of 
the Prime Minister had produced a very 
dark outlook. Take the county of 
Lincoln. The Prime Minister said it 
would not be merely permissive but 
obligatory on the County Councils to 
appoint even a representative of the 
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Roman Catholic Voluntary Association 
in the county of Lincoln. If that were 
correct, it was a very unjust condition. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: But it does 
not do that. 


Mr. PERKS said he understood now 
that there was no obligation of this kind 
on the County Councils to appoint repre- 
sentatives of voluntary associations, and 
it was permissive. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: That is so. 


Mr. PERKS said there were in the 
county of Lincoln not more than twenty 
Roman Catholic schools in the villages, 
and not more than forty or fifty 
Wesleyan schools, while there were 350 
Anglican schools. Surely the Anglican 
and the Wesleyan schools would not wish 
to have representation except through 
the favour of the elected representatives. 
Surely the Anglican schools had sufficient 
protection by the preponderance of the 
representation on the managers board 
and the influence they exercised over the 
County Council. Why should they re- 
cognise the voluntary associates and 
diocesan conferences which in his county 
were remarkable only for the line of 
cleavage between the views of the laymen 
and the clergy, especially on educational 
questions. It was impossible to take up 
any report of a diocesan conference or 
congress in his county without seeing 
that they were constantly at loggerheads, 
particularly in regard to the administra- 
tion of the Elementary Education Act. 
This exception was not wanted by the 
great Nonconformist Church of this 
country. who did not ask for it, and 
though there might have been some 
compact made between the bishops of the 
Roman Catholic Church to secure this 
exception, he ventured to say that this 
was a phase of the question which had 
not been disclosed to Parliament, and it 
had not dawned upon the electors of the 
country, and certainly not upon the 
educationists in the rural districts, to 
whom this Clause would prove to be a 
very objectionable one. 


*Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) in a maiden speech, said he 
wished to touch upon one or two 


Mr. Perks. 
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points in the Amendment. He thought 
there were other bodies who ought to 
assist in the work of the committee. If 
Government would allow the present 
conditions to remain unaltered, and gave 
the County Council the entire right to call 
in whom they liked, he would favour 
allowing the Clause to stand as at present. 
It was because the Government refused 
to allow the present municipalities and 
County Councils to have the powers they 
now possessed that he rose to object 
to the position they took up. If it was 
desired to include the special bodies 
mentioned in the Amendment, he would 
move a further Amendment that trades 
unions, and co-operative associations 
should also be included. He desired to 
give one or two reasons for holding 
that those two organisations should be 
so included. Take the case of trades 
unions. He was connected with one that 
gave ten free scholarships for certain 
branches of technical instruction, and 
was closely connected with another that 
gave every year thirty free scholarships, 
and a prize of 5s. to everyone that passed 
certain examinations. He was also con- 
nected with a co-operative society which 
gave a free scholarship to the children 
of its members who took advantage 
of the opportunities offered by the 
Technical Instruction Committee. He 
contended that those bodies had certain 
claims, but he did not trust the 
Government with respect to them. 
The reason was because he had in his 
hand a few words which were used by an 
official of the Government who had charge 
over a certain Department. That official 
said: “I must decline to recognise the 
union as intermediary or to receive a 
deputation which may purport to convey 
the views of its members.” When a 
Government permitted any official to use 
words like that in connection with their 
trades union he was not prepared to trust 
them in that matter. He asked that 
the Government would permit the powers 
referred to to be given to the local 
authorities as at present, and said then 
he would support any resolution which 
distinctly stated what societies were to be 
brought into that Clause. 


*Mr. JAMES HOPE said he did not 
believe that in one case out of ten would 
any serious difference arise between the 
County Council and the Education 
Department upon the point suggested by 
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the hon. Member for East Somerset. 
With regard to what had fallen from the 
hon. Gentleman who last spoke, he 
thought there were cases where the 
trades councils ought to be represented 
on the educational body. In his own con- 
stituency he thought it would be right 
that there should be some trade union 
representation. All he said was that the 
demand for representation by all these 
bodies on the Educational Committees 
could only be justified on grounds of edu- 
cational interest. He utterly denied that 
because a body is denominational it might 
not also be educational. The denomina- 
tional associations were working, and did 
their part, and took their place in the 
great work of national education. He 
supported the proposal on the converse 
ground that if they did not give this 
representation they would exclude the 
energy and zeal of large bodies of men, 
and estrange them from this great work. 
The School Board had, as a fact, through 
the cumulative vote, brought to education 
the sympathies of large bodies of men who 
worked harmoniously together, and if in 
the future the right of minorities to take 
their part in the system of the education 
of this country, which they had in the 
past, was denied, it would estrange some 
very valuable elements which our national 
system could ill afford to part with. 


Mr SAMUEL EVANS (Giamorgan- 
shire, Mid) said he thought the sound 
thing to do in this case was to allow the 
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their duty, to consider the claims of every- 
body, upon purely educational grounds, 
and in that way make provision for the 
representation of all persons interested in 
education. The objection to the proposal 
of the Government was that they were 
giving to the denominational bodies a 
status which they never had before: they 
would give them a power of nomination, 
which would never be taken away, and 
thereby give them a status, not as an 
educational but as a denominational body. 
The really sensible thing to do was to 
leave it to the educational body to exercise 
their judgment and bring in_ those 
they thought were best. It must be re- 
membered that these committees would 
deal with secondary as well as elementary 
education. Up to now, they had been 
successful in excluding this denomina- 
tional strife, of which they were all sick 
and tired, from questions relating to 
secondary education, but now, if these 
bodies were given the power to nominate 
persons to serve on these committees, 
they would introduce all this old strife 
into not only elementary education, but, 
for the first time, into the secondary 
system as well. 


(1.53.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 158 ; 





County Councils themselves, as part of | Noes, 90. (Division List No. 486.) 
AYES. 


Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus H’nryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


| Carew, James Laurence 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | 


| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Soseawen, Artaur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 


Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 


| Crossley, Sir Savile 
| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


| Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
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line 39, stand part of the Clause,’ be now 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 157 ; 





put.” 


Allhusen, AugustusH’nryEden | 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Ragot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 

Sutcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHn.J.A. (Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt,Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Duke, amy Edward 


Noes, 88. 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
| Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gore, Hon.S.F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
| Hain, Edward 
| Hamilton, RtHoLord G(Midd’x 
| Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
| Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope,J.F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.). 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 


' Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
| Long,Col.Charles W. (Evesham 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 


Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ(Mance’r. | 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 


Long,Rt.Hn Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 
Maxwell, WJ:H(Dumfriesshire 


' Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
More, Robt.J asper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamst’w 





(Division List No. 488). 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHn.AGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John §. G. 
Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, RtHon.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert )Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stewart,SirMark J. M‘Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUniv. 





sherherheshesl-cleslesiash==h@ielealeatet Lotte tt ta 


n, E.) 
rthyr 
rower 
08 
ds,S, 
y) 


meth 


/ES— 
Mr. 


stion 
» the 


ld 


yy C. 
dute 
itry) 
am 


ay 


y) 


yard 


me 
ary 


Pson 


dge 
son 


ley) 


yrd- 
t 
W.) 


ist) 
‘ks. 
nd) 
art 
Py 


liv. 





413 Education 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. HnSir William H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan,Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P (Glouc.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 











Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 





Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) | 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund | 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 


(2.53.) 


Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.A. J.(Manceh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh.) 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHnJ.A. (Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 


VOL. CXIV. 





Question put accordingly. 


| Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 


{7 November 1902} 


Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E(Tannton 
Welby,SirCharles G. E. (Notts. 


| Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 


Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson |! 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


NOES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


| Moss, Samuel 


Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 








Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) | 


| Noes, 91. 


AYES. 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rv. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt HonJ A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher,Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S.W 





Galloway, William Johnson 
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Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas ae 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C. R(Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Wason, Eugene 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. William M‘Arthur 
and Mr. Causton. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 169 ; 
(Division List No. 489.) 


Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gore,Hon.S.F. Ormsby-(Linc. ) 
Gorst, Kt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS.Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Hain, Edward 
HamiltonRtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf’rd 
Harris, Frederiek Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hob! house, Henry (Somesset, E.) 
Hope,J.F.(Shetheld, Brightside 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.h.) 
Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton 
Johnstone, Heywood 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
| Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Perey, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, Guy 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tenwick, George 
tidley, Hon. M. W.(Stalyb’dge 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
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Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thomson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ(Waith’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 


NOES. 


Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJ osephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

| Price, Robert John 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke. Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 





Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund | Rea, Russell 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | Reckitt, Harold James 
Fuller, J. M. F. | Reid, Sirk. Threshie (Dumfries 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | Rickett, J. Compton 

Grant, Corrie | Rigg, Richard 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
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Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


_ Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks, 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 


Spear, John Ward 
Stewart,SirMark J. M‘Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(Oxf dUniv. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Vise .nt 
Walrond, Rt.Hn. Sir WilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C. E. (Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
toe, Sir Thoraas 

Runeiman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Sehwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Soares, Ernest J. 


Spencer, RtHn C. R.( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


| Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E.) 
| Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 


Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
| Wilson, Henry J.( York, W. i.) 


Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. William M‘Arthur 
and Mr. Causton. 











(3.8.) Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swan- 
sea, District), in moving the next Amend- 
ment, said that, as he understood the | 
Clause as now construed by the Attorney | 
General, it was quite possible that not a 





single Member of the County Council 
might be on the Education Committee, 
although the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman said that it could hardly be 
conceived that any County Council would 
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adopt that extreme course. However 
even if the County Council did not adopt 
such an extreme course as that, it might 
appoint only a certain number of its 
own members, and ten or twelve from 
the outside. It seemed to him, in regard 
to the nominees of the County Council, 
that it was highly important that they 
should be substantial persons, acquainted 
with the interests of the locality in 
which they were to act, and not merely 
educational experts. Unless a qualifica- 
tion of the kind he proposed were intro- 
duced, the object they had in view would 
not be obtained. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 4, line 39, after the word ‘acts’ 
to insert the words ‘ provided that two-thirds 
of the persons appointed by the Council shall 
be resident ratepayers in such area.’ ”—(Mr. 
Brynmor Jones.) 


Question proposed, * That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said thatthe Amend- 
ment followed the analogy of the practice 
of the Local Government Board. Where 
the Local Government Board had the 
power of adding persons to local bodies, 
such as Boards of Guardians, there was 
invariably the qualification that all of 
them should be ratepayers in the 
locality. The reason for that was obvious. 
It was that they should be persons 
interested in economy. Though the 
analogy was complete, he thought his 
hon. friend was right in putting in two- 
thirds, because the effect of a complete 
restriction would be to prevent the 
appointment of married women. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LonG, Bristol, 8S.) said that there 
was a substantial difference between 
the bodies mentioned by the right 
hon. Baronet and that which was 
now under consideration. The com- 
mitteé now proposed to be set up by 
the Bill was an advisory committee, the 
rating powers and the power of spending 
money being expressly reserved to the 
Council. If the committee had had the 
power of expending the rates, then the 
argument of the right hon. Baronet 
would have been a strong one, but in 
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this case the committee was only to 
advise as to what was necessary in the 
interests of education, and in that case 
it did not seem desirable to limit the 
local authority, in the selection of 
gentlemen to act on the committee, to 
those who were resident ratepayers in 
the area. He maintained that the argu- 
ment of the Attorney General was 
sound ; it was ridiculous to suppose that 
any County Council, being given full 
powers to select an advisory committee 
as they liked, should only choose out- 
siders. Such a case had never existed, 
and he did not believe that it could 
exist. Why should Parliament make it 
impossible for the Councils to select 
somebody in their neighbourhood who, 
although they were not ratepayers, 
might be well worthy to be on the 
committee? He himself felt strongly 
that the County Councils and the great 
Borough Councils had shown themselves 
deserving of having complete confidence 
being placed in them. If the County 
Councils and great Borough Councils 
could not be trusted to select proper 
persons, whether ratepayers or not, to 
serve on the committee, they were not 
fit to be trusted with any of the duties 
to be imposed upon them under this Bill. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
President of the Local Government 
Board had now discovered, after sub- 
Section (4) was passed, that the County 
Councils of the country were worthy of 
the most complete confidence. If so, 
why not trust them altogether? The 
Government, however, declined to do so, 
and forced upon them the nominees of 
other bodies which they did not want. 
The President of the Local Government 
Board had forgotten that it was not the 
County Councils which the Opposition 
were afraid of, but the foreign elements 
which were being introduced into the 
Committee. Under the Clause there 
might be placed on the committee 
bishops, prebendaries, and other people 
who had no interest, and were not 
resident in the district. What an extra- 
ordinary position for the Government to 
take! They said they trusted the 
County Councils, and yet imposed all 
sorts of limitations upon them. The 
only complete and absolute trust they 
had was in the sectarian managers. 


O02 
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Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) | the argument of the right hon. Gentle. 
said he objected to the Amendment | man, the President of the Local Govern- 
of his hon. friend, and for this reason. | ment Board, whose intervention in 
In the county of Chester they had not a/| the debate he welcomed most heartily, 
very large number of bodies to which| that the Opposition did not trust 
the County Council would like to apply | the County Councils. Now, what 
to choose outside representatives; but | they had said all along was that the 
just over the border, in Lancashire, | County Councils ought to be trusted so 
there were many institutions such as | fully that the educational work ought 
Owens College, Manchester, or University |to be done by the members of the 
College, Liverpool, which they) might | Councils themselves; at anyrate, that 
like to ask to nominate representatives. | they ought not to go out of the jurisdic- 
There were also great technical schools | tion of the County Councils for members 
in the county of Lancashire, and in the | of the Education Committee. Now, it 
county boroughs, which might well be | was said that they did not trust the 
asked to nominate representatives. ‘The | County Councils because they would not 
Amendment would prevent the Cheshire | allow them a discretion! The right hon. 
County Council from doing that. So it| Gentleman had argued that resident 
was also in the case of Birmingham. He/ ratepayers were not necessary, as the 
thought it would be a great pity to limit | committee was merely an advisory body, 
the number of representatives from/a chameleon body. It was quite true 
outside authorities to one-third. that it was an advisory body, and that 

it did not actually spend the money any 

Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said they were | ™ore than it raised the rates. But it 
under a difficulty in discussing Amend- | Was the body that advised the spending 
ments of this description, because they did of the money, and unless its advice was 
not yet know what was to be the size of | thrown overboard, which would be the 
the Education Committee. A phrase had | &X¢eption, it was tantamount to being 
been used by the Prime Minister in the | the body that spent the money. 


ing i ich, whil 
course of the morning in which, while Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 


deprecating the objections of the , 
Opposition to representatives of outside | (Dundee) said he would point out what 


bodies, he said that there might be only | had been forgotten by the President of 

two or three out of forty-five or fifty. | the Local Government Board, that the 

That was the only indication which | Education Committee was a great deal 

they had had as to the size of the com- | More than an advisory body. It might 

mittee. He assumed that in many cases be an executive body, because by the 

it would be larcer. and in other cases) Bill as it stood the Council might dele- 
SD > ' 


smaller. He regarded the Amendment | $4té the power of so acting that the 
of his hon. friend as sound, and he was | ‘#sing of a rate to carry out the 


, - | inevitabl ence of i i s 
rather astonished to hear from his hon. | evitable one ts action must 
| be unavoidable. He thought it was 


friend the Member for Luton, that in | quite unfair, therefore, to say that the 
the county of Chester they could not) kducation Committee was only an 
find enough ratepayers fitted to form | advisory body. 

at all events two-thirds of the Education | * ; 
Committee, and that they must go to! (3.23.) Question put. 

Liverpool and Manchester, or even to| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 92; 
Birmingham for them. In regard to! Noes, 170. (Division List No. 490.) 

















AYES. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Buxton, Sydney Charles Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Allan,Sir William (Gateshead) | Caine, William Sproston Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouce.,Stroud | Caldwell, James Duncan, J. Hastings 
Atherley-Jones, L. Cameron, Robert Edwards, Frank 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Causton, Richard Knight Elibank, Master of 
Brigg, John Channing, Francis Allston Ellis, John Edward 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Cremer, William Randal Emmott, Alfred 
Burt, Thomas Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
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Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone,Rt Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 


Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
salfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, LordCharles William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Sond, Edward 

sowles T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. ) 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt Hn.J.A (Glasgow 
Carew, James Lawrence 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHonJ A( Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thomas H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mance’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
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Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthan 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 





Roe, Sir Thomas 

| Runciman, Walter 

| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
| Shackleton, David James 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


NOES. 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Fisher, William Hayes 
| Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick, S.W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir EW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
| Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. ) 
Hope, J. F. (Sheftield, Brightside 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 
Law, Andrew (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,RtHon. William Edw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Charles W. (Evesham 








Long,Rt. Hon. Walter(Bristol,S 








Bill. 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C.R.(Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A .(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. ‘York, W. BR.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

White, Luke (York, W. R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W. R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Brynmor Jones and 
Mr. Samuel Evans. 





| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
| M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh, W 
| Maxwell, WJ H. (Dumfriesshire 
| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
| Milvain, Thomas 
| More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
| Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morrison, James Archibald 
| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
| Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
| Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway, N.) 
| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Perey, Karl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
| Ridley,Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie,Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
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Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’'d Univ 


(3.35.) Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE 
said he wished to move to _ insert 
“(c) For the inclusion of women as well 
as men among the members of the 
committee.” He should have thought 
the committee would be agreed that 
the work of women on educational 
bodies was of great value, and that 
their presence on them was desirable 
from all points of view, but for some 
remarks of the hon. Member for 
Glamorgan yesterday. He wished to 
remind the Committee of the invariable 
good work that women had rendered 
on School Boards in the past ; and con- 
sidering that the Bill abolished School 
Boards, they ought to see, in doing 
that, that the opportunities of women 
for taking part in educational work 
were not diminished. Personally, he 
had had experience of the valuable 
work of women in educational matters, 
and he wished to vouch for the great 
assistance they had been. If it were 
necessary to add anything on the 
subject, he would quote the words of 
the Lord President of the Council in 
the House of Lords a few years ago, 
in which the noble Lord bore testimony 
in the most sympathetic language to 
the admirable way in which women 
discharged educational duties. When it 
was considered that half of the young 
people in the schools were of the female 
sex, and no less than two-thirds of the 
teachers in the elementary schools were 
of that sex also, would any one deny 
the claims of women to be duly repre- 
sented on the bodies which guided and 
presided over education? Some hon. 
Members might be inclined to say, 
“That is all very well, 
proposes to put them on equal terms 
with men in this respect.” It was true 
that the Bill proposed to make them | 
eligible; but did it propose to put them | 
on equal terms with men? Would they | 
have the same opportunities, and would | 


Tomlinson, 


they have the same likelihood of getting | He had hitherto been personally opposed 
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Tollemache, Henry James 
Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC EH (Sheffield | Yerbur gh, Robert Armstron ., 
W alrond, RtHon.SirWilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
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Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, ktHaJPowell-(Birm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry W ilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 





TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 

Sir Alexander Acland- 

Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 

on Education Committees as men? He 
thought not, considering that the 


Education Committees would be appointed 
by bodies from which women were at 
present excluded. Women were, rightly 
or wrongly he would not now argue, 
excluded by law from County Councils 
and Borough Councils ; and that made it 
very unlikely that they would have the 
same opportunity of getting on Educa- 
tion Committees that men would possess. 
They had had recent and extensive ex- 
perience of the matter. On Technical 
Instruction Committees women were 
equally eligible to serve with men; but 
what was the fact? Out of 115 bodies 
that appointed Technical Instruction 
Committees only 20 had appointed 
women on them. That was the experi- 
ence of the last ten years on the subject 
most analogous .to that before the 
Committee. The Royal Commission on 
Secondary Education pointed out some 
years agothat there wasa risk that women 
would not be chosen on a body like that 
proposed unless some special provision 
were made to include them; and he 
ventured to think that the experience of 
the past few years had gone far to 
emphasise their words. Indeed, most of 
those who had considered the subject 
agreed that there was serious risk that 
women would not be appointed on many 
of these bodies, unless some provision 
were inserted to ensure their presence in 
due numbers. There would be no diffi- 
culty in doing that. It could be done 
in thescheme, as was constantly done in 
schemes drawn up by the Charity Com- 


missioners, and in various other ways. 


but the Bill | 


He wished to say a word to the rather 
timid members of the Committee who 
appeared to fall into a state of exagger- 
ated alarm whenever the word woman 
was mentioned. He wished to assure 
them that there was no covert purpose 
in his proposal, and no suggestion that 
| municipal bodies should admit women. 
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to the political claims of women, but 
for that very reason it was more incum- 
bent on him than on other hon. Mem- 
bers to declare his view that in a 
matter such as that before the 
Committee women should not suffer 
any injustice. There were several 
Amendments to his proposal. He would 
welcome the Amendment of the right 
hon. Baronet opposite, but in reference 
to other Amendments he wished to 
assure the Government that if they 
would only sympathise with his proposal, 
the express form of the words mattered 
little to him, as long as they secured a 
due proportion of women on the com- 
mittees, and not only made women 
eligible, but gave some security for their 
presence on these bodies. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘“In page 4, line 39, at end to insert, 
‘(c) For the inclusion of women as well as men 


among the members of the committee.’ ”—(Mr. 
Henry Hobhouse.) 
Question proposed, “That those 


words be there inserted.” 


Mr. BRYCE said he wag glad the 
Amendment came from the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Somerset, 
because that showed that the question 
was not one which in any sense divided 
the Committee on Party lines. He assured 
the Government that many Members 
had been recipients of communications 
which had convinced them of the width, 
depth, and strength of the feeling that 
existed, not only among women, but 
among men, in favour of some com- 
pulsory provision for the inclusion of 
women. It was not necessary that he 
should add anything to what had been 
said as to the value of the work which 
had been done by women. As the hon. | 
Gentleman said, with great truth, now 
that School Boards,on which women had 
done such excellent work, were to be abo- | 


lished, and as they could not by law sit on | 


County Councils, it was all the more neces- | 
sary to make a veryclearand emphatic pro- | 
vision for their presence on the Education 
Committees. Like the hon. Gentleman, | 
he himself had never been able to vote 
for giving the Parliamentary franchise 
te women, but that was all the more 
reason why those of them who had 
always said that women could safely 
trust to the goodwill and fairness of | 
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this House to make provision for giving 
them their due share in the public life 
of the country should endeavour to 
secure it for them inthis matter. If 
women were asked to be content with 
the goodwill and care of Parliament, 
surely this was a case in which that 
goodwill and care should be shown. It 
had been his privilege, along with the hon. 
Member for East Somerset and the hon. 
Member for Cambridge University oppo- 
site, and with the hon. Member for West 
Nottingham, on his own side of the House, 
to sit on a Royal Commission on Education 
on which there were three ladies. They 
were not only among the most valuable 
members of the Commision, but their 
knowledge, their experience, and their 
practical suggestions bearing on education 
questions were invaluable, and the Com- 
mission separated with the feeling that 
they could not possibly have dealt with 
the questions submitted to them in what 
they hoped and believed was a fairly 
exhaustive fashion if it had not been for 
the help these ladies afforded. The 
remarkable change in the position of 
women in the last thirty years and the 
part they now took in many occupations 
and professions for which special instruc- 
tion was necessary, from which they were 
formerly debarred, partly through want of 
knowledge and special training, and partly 
through old-fashioned prejudice, suggested 
an additional reason for supporting this 
Amendment. One of the most important 
parts of the work of these committees 
would be that which concerned technical 
instruction, and he thought women would 
be of the utmost possible value on the 
committees when questions concerning 
the employment of women and _ the 
fitting of women for professions were 
considered, and that any committee 
would be lame and imperfect in the 
discharge of its duties concerning 
technical instruction, without their 
presence. For these reasons he appealed 
to the Committee to secure that women 
should be placed on these committees. 
It would, unfortunately, not be in order 
to secure under this Bill that they should 
sit on the Council as elective members. 
What was left to the Committee to do 
was to secure that they should be 
members of the committees. As evi- 


dence that it was necessary to make an 
absolute provision he would point to the 
Act of 1869, which extended to women 





427 Education 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


428 


the benefits of educational endowments. | there was none, the question of the 
That had been carried out to a very | special needs of women and girls would 
limited extent ; and every educational not come within the purview of the new 
authority would agree that much more 
| fore, was whetherthis should be mademan- 
'datory. He observed a somewhat remark- 


might have been done by the Charity 
Commissioners in order to make educa- 
tional endowments available to women. 


With regard to the proposal on the, 
Paper defining women as “ married or | 


single,” he suggested that the Attorney 
General should give an opinion as to the 
necessity for this Amendment, on which 
he looked with a little uneasiness. 


Hitherto women had been allowed to | 


serve on School Boards and other bodies 
without any question as to whether 


they were married or single, and it. 


occurred to him that there might be a 
risk in introducing the Amendment, as 


it might by implication be held to raise | 


a doubt as to the status of women who 
on other bodies served without question 
of disqualification by marriage. 
Committee should not be content with 
any Amendment that merely expressed 
an opinion favourable to the appoint- 
ment of women on these committees. 
They could not leave the claims of women 
in this matter to the casual benevolence 
of any County or Borough Council, but 
should secure their presence on the 
committees by making it a matter of 
law. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said with regard | 


‘could say that, as regarded any charge 


to the question put to his hon. 
and learned friend, he vzderstood that 
the Attorney General was inclined to 
think that some method of dealing 
with the legal difficulty the right hon. 
Gentleman had suggested ought to be 
found, but thi: was clearly not the place 
to insert what would be more suited to 
a definition Clause. On the merits of 
the question he thought they were all 
of one mind—that women ought toserve 
upon these committees. He did not 
think anybody doubted that women 
had now an enormous share in the 
education of the country; and having 
that enormous share they ought to have 
some share in the counsels by which the 
educational policy of the country was 
to be directed. There was probably no 
district of the country where there 
were not either educational establish- 
ments specifically devoted to the educa- 


The | 


educationauthority. Theonly doubt,there. 


able change of front on the part of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite as to the mode in 
which County Councils should be treated 
as to the co-optation of members under 
this Clause. In the early part of the 
discussion, not to trust the County 
Councils to select what bodies they 
should have represented on the com- 
mittees was regarded as perfectly mon- 
strous, and an insult to, and a degradation 
of, those education authorities ; now it 
was said they must not trust to what 
the right hon. Gentleman termed the 
casual benevolence of County and 
Borough Councils. Why they might 
be absolutely trusted when dealing with 
other interests, but might not be trusted 
when dealing with the interests of more 
than half the community, he could not 
imagine. If it were werth while to 
challenge hon. Members opposite on the 
logical consistency of their scheme of 
argument, it would be interesting to 
know how this could be explained. 
Speaking for himself, he would support 
his hon. friend, the only possible ques- 
tion, he thought, being whether the 
proposal should be in a mandatory 
form, or in the milder nature of a 
recommendation. He, at all events, 
his 


of inconsistency in this 


withers were unwrung. 


matter, 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said the 
answer to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
charge of inconsistency in this matter 
was that women had now an assured 
and honourable position in connection 
with education by their position as 
elective members of the School Board, 
and they were being deprived of that 


| position by the destruction of the School 


Boards. The proper remedy would be 
to make them eligible to the Councils. 
Thirty years ago, or even twenty years 
ago, that could have been done under 
the Bill by means of an Instruction on 
going into Committee ; and he believed 
the majority of the Committee would 
have been favourable to it were it now 
possible. But it was not possible ; and 
that was why they were driven to 


tion of girls and women, or where, if | this unsatisfactory way of dealing with 
Mr. Bryce. 
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the question. Therefore, they were 
unharmed by the charge of inconsistency 
made by the right hon. Gentleman. 
With reference to his Amendment, he 
would not deal with it at length, as its 
principle had been accepted by the hon. 
Gentleman opposite. 
quite true, as his right hon. friend 
had said, that the words he proposed 
would, to some extent, weaken the 
position of women on School Boards if 
they continued to exist ; but they were 
to be abolished. Further, legal opinion 
was that the position of married women 
was more than doubtful. He therefore 
joined in the request of his right hon. 
friend to the Attorney General for his 
opinion on the question. His own view 
was that it was most dangerous to leave 
the question to the courts of law, 
remembering what the courts had already 
done in passing over the plain intentions 
of the Legislature as to peaceful picket- 
tingthe Truck Law, and also in these 
questions relating to women. It was 
essential that what they meant should be 
made clear in the Bill. There was the 
famous case decided in 1872 as to the 
meaning of the Act of 1869, of which he 
was one of the promoters, giving the 
municipal franchise to women. In that 
ease it was held that a woman who was 
rightly on the register could not vote, 
because she had married before the 
election; and in face of the arguments 
by which that view was unanimously 
maintained by a very strong court, it 
was obviously most dangerous to leave 
the question vague. In the decision to 
which he had referred, the Lord Chief 
Justice said that it was quite certain, by 
common Jaw, that a married woman's 
status was so merged in that of her 
husband, that she was incapable of 
exercising almost all public functions. 
The Committee would observe that the 
word “almost” disappeared from the 
decision of Lord Esher in the Sandhurst 


{7 NOVEMBER 1902} 


It was, however, | 


case, and having regard to the language | 


used by Lord Esher in that decision with 
regard to the disability of women to 
exercise any public function, it would 
be most extraordinary if the Government 
did not agree to the Amendment. 


(4.0.) THe ATTORNEY GENERAL. 


(Sir Ropert Finuay, Inverness Burghs) 
said the right hon. Baronet had dealt 
with the manner in which the Courts 
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had ignored the “plain intentions”’ of 
the Legislature. All the Courts had to 
do was to interpret the Acts passed by the 
Legislature, and any complaint that they 
declined to go outside the four corners of 
the Act was neither relevant nor called for. 
There was enough doubt about this 
matter to make it proper that in the 
definition Claus: they should say that 
marriage should not be a disqualification 
in the case of women orof men. It could 
be put in here, but as it was desirable 
that it should also apply to the managers 
of schools, he would embody the words 
in the definition Clause. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he re- 
garded the question of what rights women 
should have in matters pertaining to 
the State as an exceedingly grave and 
serious matter, and a great constitutional 
question. This was a matter which 
ought not to be dealt with piecemeal. 
They had the opinion of the right hon. 
Baronet that women should occupy the 
same status as men, even up to the right 
of sitting in this House. If that was 
the general opinion, the matter should 
be dealt with constitutionally once and 
for all. In his view, however, in all 
matters of administration and govern- 
ment, men could do all that was required 
without the assistance of women at all, 
and in ninety-nine cases out of 100 could 
do it better. He did not say that women 
had not been useful members of School 
Boards and Local Government Boards, 
but those women still remained excep- 
tions to women as a rule. Men had 
dealt with education for years, and women 
previously had taken no part in it. It 
was now suggested by the hon. Member 
for East Somerset that it had not been 
dealt with properly because they had not 
employed women. The position was this 
that women where they were eligible by 
Act of Parliament had not taken any 
active part in educational matters. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: That was 
not the fault of the women, but of the 
men who were put on the appointing 
bodies. 


Mr. SAMUEL? EVANS thought the 
hon. Member would not say that the 
Technical Instruction Committees had 
not done their work properly without the 
assistance of women. What it was now 
sought to do was to make it compulsory 
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to elect women on these educational 
bodies. He understood this was to be an 


open question. 
that they ought not to compel the local 
education authorities to appoint women 
to these committees, whether they 
eould find suitable women or not. 
Women in general had no desire to enter 
into public life at all. There was a great 
deal about public life, and even about 
elections, that it was desirable that 
women should not come into, and to 
say in this Bill that they must be elected 
was taking a very rapid step in advance. 
He recommended the Committee very 
strongly not to make it compulsory. 


Mr. BARTLEY said he should really 
like to know what the issue was. He 
agreed with the hon. Member opposite. 
He agreed that women should be eligible, 
but if the Amendment meant that it 
should be compulsory that a certain 
number of women should be placed on 
these committees, he should vote against 
it. They ought to know what the 
Government intended. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON said, as he 
understood it, women were by law 
eligible for these committees. The 


question at issue was whether the local 
authority should have regard to the 
representation of women on the Com- 
mittee, or whether the scheme should 
provide compulsorily for the inclusion of 
at least one woman. 


Mr ERNEST GRAY said _ that, 
when this subject was referred to at 
an earlier stage of the Bill, he had 
expressed a hope that it would be 
finally settled that on every one of 
these committees a certain number of 
women should be included. It was 
absolutely essential that women should 
come into close connection with the 
working of the schools. There were 
many thousands of children under seven ; 
many thousands in girls’ schools, and 
many more in what were known as 
the mixed schools. How were they to 
get satisfaction unless the teachers 
could turn to some woman on the 
Board! On the grounds of health, and 
comfort, and sanitation in the schools, 
it was absolutely necessary that the 
teachers should be able to approach a 
woman and tell her the position. These 
matters could not be left to chance. He 
entirely agreed that, so long as_ the 


Mv. Samuel Evans. 
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He had a strong opinion ' 
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appointing body was composed of men, 
there was a danger that the claims of 
women would be overlooked. He did 
not approach this question with any 
view to giving women more power, but 
entirely from the standpoint of the 
children instructed in the schools, and 
they had unanswerable arguments 
which, viewed from the children’s point 
of view, showed that further needs would 
arise in future. He might mention the 
excellent work done by women in some 
parts of the country in that type of 
school in which women were trained, a 
type of which they knew far too little. 
The desire was evidently to make women 
more decorative than useful, but when 
women were brought into closeconnection 
with this work, there was a strong 
desire to make them useful as well as 
decorative. Heshould go into the Lobby 
in support of this Amendment without 
hesitation, and he trusted all his friends 
on that side of the House would support 
him. Some of the best friends children 
ever had were womer, married as well 
as single. 


Sirk JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) said that the debates of the 
House had been conducted on the 
supposition that the new local authority 
would have the charge and care of 
schools only. As a matter of fact, it 
would also have charge of a large number 
of nurseries where very young children— 
far too young toinstruct, and who ought 
not to be instructed at all in the ordinary 
sense of being instructed—were kept in 
order that their parents might go to 
work. He had as profound a faith in 
the capability of men for managing 
schools as the hon. Member for Mid 
Glamorgan, but none in their capability 
for managing nurseries. There it was 
absolutely necessary to have the advice 
of women, and a great number of 
matters connected with the health of the 
very young children in our schools 
urgently demanded more of the attention 
of women than they now received. 
Though reluctant to interfere with the 
discretion of the new local authorities, he 
could not object to this direction being 
given to them. 


Question put and agreed to. 
*Mr. A. K. LOYD (Berkshire, Abing- 


don) said that in the absence and at the 
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request of the right hon. Baronet, the Mem- 
ber for Tewkesbury, he had consented to 
movethe Amendmentstandingin his right 
hon. friend’s name. The Amendment 
proposed to extend to the nominated 
and co-opted members of the Edu- 
cation Committee the disqualification 
which already attached to members 
of the County Council. It followed 
the language of Section 12 of the 
Municipal Corporation Act of 1882 
which, by the Act of 1888, was applied 
to County Councils. He understood 
from his right hon. friend that the 
Government, at first disposed to 
accept the Amendment, were subse- 
quently inclined to think that eminent 
educationists, such as the Principal of 
Owens College, would be disqualified 
merely because the institutions to which 
they belonged were subsidised by the 
local education authority. The last sen- 
tence had been added to the Amendment 
to provide against that possibility. He 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 39, at the end, to insert 
the following words: ‘Provided that a 
person shall be disqualified for being a member 
of an Education Committee, who, by reason of 
holding an of€ce or place of profit, or having 
any share or interest in a contract, or employ- 
ment, is disqualified for being a member of the 
council appointing the Education Committee. 
But no such disqualification shall apply to a 
person by reason only of his holding offiee in 
a school or college aided, but not provided or 
maintained, by the Council.’”—(Mr. A. K. 
Loyd.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that he 
was doubtful as to the proper line for 
the Committee to take on this Amend- 
ment. His first instincts had been 
entirely in favour of the Amendment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The first 
part. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Exactly, but 
without the rider which had been added 
to it mapy persons who ought to be 
included would be excluded; and with 
the rider, a very invidious distinction 
was drawn between institutions which 
were aided and those which were pro- 
vided by the public authority. Therefore 
his whole feeling had undergone a 
change with regard to it. He was now. 
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inclined to think it would be better to 
rely on the fact that the Education 
Committee was a purely advisory body, 
the mere creature of the County Council, 
and that there was no popular election 
to it or the possibility of such canvassing 
by interested persons as had done harm 
in some cases. On the whole, the dis- 
advantages associated with the Amend- 
ment outweighed the advantages, and 
he should recommend his hon. friend 
not to press the Amendment. 


Mr. BRYCE thought that there was 
great force in what the right hon. 
Gentleman had said. There was one 
aspect of the subject, however, which 
should be considered. The Council might 
delegate large spending powers to a 
committee which might be entrusted 
with a considerable control of accounts. 


4.30. Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE agreed 
there ought to be a provision inserted in 
the Clause which should prevent a con- 
tractor from being on a committee con- 
trolling expenditure. But he did not 
think there was so much difficulty with 
regard to the second part as the Prime 
Minister seemed to apprehend. His own 
objection to the Amendment was that it 
excluded the possibility of a teacher of a 
primary school being on the committee, 
and in that way it limited unfairly the 
discretion of the Council. The only 
teacher who could be put on would be 
a teacher of a secondary school, whereas it 
was much more important that a teacher 
in a primary school should be on, because 
most of the expenditure would be in con- 
nection with primary education. 


*Mr. A. K. LOYD said he felt 
sure that no such result was intended 
by the right hon. Baronet, who had 
drafted his proviso to meet the doubt 
suggested by the Government as to the 
exclusion of teachers from aided institu- 
tions like Owens College. This effect of 
the limited terms used to carry out that 
purpose was wide altogether of the evil 
aimed at, and if the case of admitting 
the elementary teachers had not been 
already provided, for the proper words 
should be used to include them as 
eligible for these committees. s 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that in 
regard to the county governing bodies in 
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Wales, it had been made an absolute con-| with that matter, while if the Amend- 
dition that a teacher should be appointed, , ment of his hon. friend were accepted it 
and the teachers amongst themselves | would be possible to secure the services 
elected the most efficient representative. | of persons specially acquainted with the 
He moved to omit the words “ but not”’| work of primary education to the great 
so as to make the closing portion of the | advantage of the general administration 
Amendment read, ‘‘ But no such dis-| of primary education. They ought. how- 
qualification shall apply to a person by | ever, absolutely to exclude from the com- 
reason only of his holding office in a school | mittee all persons directly employed by 
or college aided, provided, or maintained | the Council or interested in any contract 
by the Council.” The Council ought to | or work undertaken by the Council in 
be perfectly free to put a teacher on the | connection with the administration of 
committee if they chose, no matter what | the Act. 


school he was in, but at the same time it | a : , 
was very undesirable that contractors *Sir F RANCIS POWELL | was afraid 
should be on a committee practically that the Committee by drawing the line 
dealing with their own work. too tight in imposing disqualifications 
| would exclude the valuable services of 
Amendment proposed to the proposed | many competent persons. He cited a case 
Amendment— | where the chairman of a large technical 
“Inline 6, to omit ‘but not.’”—(Mr. Lloyd- ,school had devoted a great deal of 
George.) \time to developing and executing a 
plan, in addition to giving a large 
‘but not’ stand part of the proposed | @mount of money. He discovered 
Amendment.” accidentally that one of his subordin- 
aelant Pye _ates had made, without his knowledge, 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower | very small contract with one of the 
Hamlets, Poplar) thought that just authorities. The result was that the 
as it might be advantageous to chairman withdrew, and the town lost 
have a teacher on the committee, | the benefit of his services. It would be 
so sometimes it might also be ad- Jamentable if through the operation of 
vantageous to have a clerk or some | such a provision as that proposed the 
other official receiving a salary from the | Councils were deprived of the advantage 
local authority. The real question to’ of such valuable services. 


consider was the exclusion of jobbery, Mr. EMMOTT hoped that the Com- 


leaving an option to the authority to put)‘ 
a eich Daye clerk on the pe lr on mittee would accept the Amendment as 
amended by the hon. Member for the 


bodies, and he ventured to suggest that | % eae og 
some form of words should be devised by | Carnarvon Boroughs. Such a case as 
that mentioned by the hon. Baronet the 


Soy Ss SN Se ee Member for Wigan would open wide the 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was door to any kind of jobbery. Hard 
informed by the Attorney General that | cases might arise, but the Committee could 
while the word “ contract” was perfectly not allow for them in a matter of this 
clear in the connection in which it. sort. 


occurred in this Amendment, it would | Mr. ERNEST GRAY endorsed the 


not be so clear if they cut out the words, _.” ‘ 
“office or place of profit ” or “employ- | Ve™ just expressed, and hoped the First 
9 ’” | Lord of the Treasury would accept the 
ment.” He thought, however, that the | contnettion th tea ten, Vein te Oe 
suggestion of the hon. Member for the | cen Boroughs . ied 
S. 5 


ar ron | a 
Carnarvon Boroughs would meet the eotsun the had. seed, these qos at 


eo | teachers engaged in primary and second- 
Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, | ary schools who had already been 
Ilkeston) said it was the invariable rule of | invited by the Borough Councils to share 
large municipalities not to have on their | in the work of technical education. It 
committees persons in any way engaged| would be a gross misfortune if the 
in contracts or work connected with the | committees of the future were to lose the 
Council, or anyone in its employ. The | services of these people which had been 
first part of the Amendment would deal|so gladly given in the past, and the 
Mr. Lloyd-George. : 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
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provide against any such loss, 


to say that the experience and acquired 
knowledge of those teachers should be 
at the service of the State when required. 
There was also the case of the inspectors. 
It was the almost universal rule on the 
Continent for the inspectors to be on 


{7 NovemBer 1902} 


Amendment of the hon. Member would | 
The | 
country having spent large sums of | 


money in training teachers had a right | 





committees of this description. But they, 
being persons in receipt of salaries from | 
that authority, would not be covered by | 
the suggested Amendment, and to meet | 
their case afurther alteration would be 
required. 


Sm JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, | 
Northwich) understood that there | 
was no general law applicable to this case. | 
What was wanted was to provide against | 
any member of the committee giving a | 
vote which would in any way benefit him- | 
self. Hesuggested that members of the | 
committee who were not members of 
the local authority should have no vote, 
but only power to advise, and he had 


Bill. 


reason of their interest, would be ex- 
cluded from the membership of their 
own body, and an anomaly would be 
introduced. That difficulty would be 
guarded against by the words as origin- 
ally proposed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR recommended 
the Committee to bring the discussion to 
a conclusion by adopting his hon. friend’s 
Amendment, subject to the alteration 
proposed by the hon. Member for Car- 
narvon. ‘That seemed to be the general 
view of the Committee, and though he 
was quite ready to consider the matter 
again before Report, he was pretty sure 
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| it was the right thing to do. 


Amendment to proposed Amendment 
agreed to. 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


*Mr. PLUMMER (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 
moved the insertion of a new sub-Sec- 
tion— 

“(e) For the appointment, if desired, of mem- 
bers of School Boards existing at the time of 
the passing of this Act as members of the first 





Committee.” 
He could conceive of only two objections 
being urged against the proposal—first, 
Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, S.) | that owing to its non-compulsory char- 
hoped the Amendment, so far as its first acter it was valueless; and, secondly, 
Clause was concerned, would be adheredto | that owing to the fact that the suggested 
in the form proposed. As he understood, | course would be almost invariably 
the hon. Member desired to apply to the | followed, it was unnecessary. He con- 
constitution of the education authority | tended, however, that the provision was 
the same principle of qualification as | neither so valueless nor unnecessary as 
applied to the Council which created the | it might at first sight appear. As to its 
authority. Unless such a provision | general desirability, he thought there 
were made, the mischiefs that had been | could be no two opinions. No one could 
guarded against in the case of members | deny the desirability of the experience 
of the Council would creep into the con- | of the past being taken advantage of in 
stitution of the Education Committee. | the operations of the future. To those 
The standard proposed was one that had| who viewed with no little regret the 
been construed; it was defined in the| fact that the uniformity and co-ordina- 
statutes, and well understood, therefore | tion required by the Bill involved the ex 
if it was applied to the new body, no | tinction of the School Boards in the large 
confusion or difficulty would arise. If, | cities, it would be some compensation if 
however, the Government listened to/ they could feel sure that the services of 
the appeal to allow more latitude in|the experienced men who had been 
regard to the constitution of the educa- |} members of those Boards could be utilised 
tion authority, new words would have| by the new bodies about to be created. 
to be framed and another interpre-' He trusted that the Amendment would 
tation given, and there would be | have the effect of causing the local educa- 
a class of persons who, though not tion authority to include in their scheme 
dligible for the Council, were eligible|some members of the existing School 
for the education authority. The) Boards, and, wherever possible, Jady 
Council would thus be able to put on the | members. It would be in the nature of 
education authority persons who, by | a suggestion to the local authority to take 


placed an Amendment on the Paper to 
that effect. 
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that course. He believed County and | 
Borough Councils would in many cases be | 
anxious to avail themselves of this 
experience in a twofold way. Inselecting | 
members of their own body they would, 
wherever possible, choose those who had 
had experience of School Board work in 
the past, and, in selecting the additions to 
the Education Committees, they might 
appoint those who have the present 
experience. In this way the transfer 
would be effected with as little interrup- 
tion as possible, and the new bodies 
would be kept in touch with the whole 
staff of the existing School Board. To 
the teachers and others there would 
then appear on the Education Com- 
mittees, if not old friends with new 
faces, at anyrate old friends in new 
places, and the change would be made 
with as little friction as possible to the 
great advantage both of education and 
of the children and of all concerned. The 
Amendment was limited to the constitu- 
tion of the Committee in the first 
instance, and in no way tied the hands 
of the local authorities in the future. 
Moreover, its acceptance would show 
that the charge sometimes levelled 
against hon. Members on that side, of 
hostility to School Boards, was not 
justified. He had always declared that 
School Boards, as a rule, had done their 
work well. Where they had come in con- 
flict with public opinion was in a few 
cases in large towns by exceeding their 
duty, and in not a few cases in country 
districts by too often neglecting their 
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duty. But it was one thing to affirm that 
they had on the whole done their work 
well, and another to approve the continu- 
ance of an educational system under which, 
financially, the schools educating more 
than half the children of the country had 
in the past been unduly handicapped. 
He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘** After the words last inserted, to insert the 
words, *(e) For the appointment (if desirable) of 
members of School Boards existing at the time 
of the passing of this Act as members of the 
first committee.’ ”—(Mr. Plummer.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
Amendment of my hon. friend would be 
an improvement, and we are prepared to 
adopt it. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) moved to leave out the words 
“if desirable,” so as to make it mandatory 
on the County Councils to appoint 
members of the School Boards. 


(5.3.) Amendment proposed to the pro- 
posed Amendment— 


““To leave out the words ‘if desirable.’ ”~— 
(Mr. Corrie Grant.) 


Question put, “That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 185; 
Noes, 93. (Division List No. 491.) 


AYES. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Campbell, RtHn, 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


Carew, James Lawrence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Maner 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


J.A.(Glasgow , Fardell, Sir T. George 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
3alfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beresford, LordCharles William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Sond, Edward 

Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
3rown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
gull, William James 

Butcher, John George 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 


| Fisher, William Hayes 

| Fleucher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

| Flower, Ernest 

| Forster, Henry William 

| Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

| Garfit, William 

| Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 

| Godson,SirAuvustus Frederick 

Gore,Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line.) 

| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 

| Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 

| Graham, Henry Robert 

| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

| Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 

| Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. {vor Churchill 

| Guthrie, Walter Murray 
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Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. ) 
Hore.J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside | 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop | 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leeky,Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,8. 
Lowe, Francis, William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maedona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 


\braham, William (Rhondda) 
\llan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen.CharlesP(Glouc., Stroud 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
(ladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn 


Words inserted. 


| Milvain, Thomas 
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Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Massey: Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, WJH(Dumfriesshire 


| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n | 


Milner,Rt. Hn.Sir FrederickG. | 


Montagu,Hon.J. Scott (Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrison, James Archibald 


| Morton, Arthur H, Aylmer 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 


| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Nicol Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. ) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Perey, Earl 


| Pierpoint, Robert 


Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch,Major Frederic Carne 
tattigan, Sir William Henry 


| Reid, James (Greenock) 


Remnant, James Farquharson 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
NOES. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 

Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 

Horniman, Frederick John 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 

Lambert, George 

Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 

M‘Arthur, William Cornwall 

Markham, Arthur Basil 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 

Morley, Rt. Hn. John( Montrose 

Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Heury 

Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Darham 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Philipps, John Wynford 

Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 


(5.13.) Mr. 
| place, and claimed to move, 
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| Renwick, George 
| Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
| Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, A bel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward. 

Spencer, Sir E.(W. Bromwich) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G(Oxf rd Univ. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wim. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Take, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC EH(Shettield 
Walrond,Rt. HnSirW illiamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt-ColA.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.( Notts 
Whitmore, Charles Alcernon 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-( Birm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Reckitt, Harold Jame- 
Reid, SirR.Threshie( Duifries) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John Bryn | ition) 
Robertson, Edmund : Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David Jaines 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John t. 
Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. , 
Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorzan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York. WLR.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 
White, George (Norfollx) 
White, Luke (York. E.R.) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Corrie Graat and Mr. 
John Ellis. 


A. J. BALFOUR rose in his 
“That the 





Education 


443 
Question ‘That the words 


to the word “made,” inclusive, in page 
5, line 15, stand part of the Clause’ be 


” 
now put. 


Question put, “ That 


*That the words of the Clause to the 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir John Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, George 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
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of the Clause 


put. 


the Question Noes. 90 
, 90. 


AYES. 

Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gore, Hon.S8. F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope,J.F. (Sheftield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt.Hn. William Edw. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott, (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol, S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginal«J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogm’rton 
Milner, Rt. Hon,SirFrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 

NOES. 

| Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 








Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


Allen,Charles P.(Glouc. Stroud | Brigg, John 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


Bill. 
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word “made,” inclusive, in page 5, in 
line 15, stand part of the Clause’ be now 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 179; 
(Division List No. 492.) 


Murray,Rt HnA.Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway, N.) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Pemberton, John §S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

tankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon.M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie,Rt. Hon. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M ‘Taggart 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E,H (Sheffield 
Walrond,Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts.) 
Whitmore, Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm. 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wiison 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


| Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
urns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
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Caine, William Sproston | 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing. Francis Aliston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 
Horniman, Frederick John 


(5.23.) Question put accordingly. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John Georze Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
leresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Ball, William James 
Campbell, RtHn.J.A,(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamber!ain,RtHn.J.A(Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Courchiil, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharlesReady 


{7 NOVEMBER 1902} 


Jacoby, James Alfred | 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Lambert, George 


| Leese, Sir JosephF. (Accrington 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 


| Leng, Sir John 


Lloyd-George, David 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William | 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) | 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, RtHon.John (Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 


| Reckitt, Harold James 


| 
| 
| 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries | 
tickett, J. Compton 
Rigg, Richard : | 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Noes, 90. 


AYES. 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas [ 


Bill. 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

t{unciman, Walter 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
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| Shackleton, David James 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 


Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. KR.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 177; 
(Division List No. 493.) 


Higginbottom, S. N. 


Cranborne, Viscount | Hobhouse,Heury (Somerset E. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred | Hope,J. F.(Shetfield, Brightside 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDix’n | Horner, Frederick William 
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Doughty, George | Hatton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (Yurk) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEd ward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt Hon. Sir Henry | 
Flower, Ernest | 
Forster, Herry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick | 
Gore, Hon.S F. Ormsby-(Line | 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW(B rySEdm'nds | 
Greene, Henry D (Shewsbury | 
Grenfell, William Henr 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus | 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred | 
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Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower.F rederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(&vesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, S 


| Lowe, Francis William 


Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macdonra, John Cumming 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinvburghW 


| Malcolm, Ian 


Manners, Lord Cecil - 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompsen, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore.JohaThrogmort’n 
Milner,Rt Hon.SirFrederickG 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu,Hon. J. Scott (Hants 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walth’mstow 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHn.AGraham(Buate 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donala Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. | 
O’ Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Szlisbury) 
Pease,HerbertPike(Darlingwn | 
Pemberton, John 8. G. | 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ailan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc.,Stroud 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Briggs, John 

Srunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vavghan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 


Evans,SirFrancis H(Maidst’ne | 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Faller, J. M. F. 


It being after half-past 
clock, the Chairman left 


make his Report to the House. 


Committee report 
again upon Monday next. 


NOTICE TO EXPEDITE DEBATE. 


Progress ; to sit 


{COMMONS} 


Remnant, James Farquinarson 
Renshaw, Charies Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, RtHon. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Spear, John Ward 
| Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 


Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


| Talbot, RtHonJ.G.(Oxf'd Univ 


NOES. 
Grant, Corrie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, RK. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Lambert, George 
Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Lloyd-( ieorge, David 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John( Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry 
Palmer,Sir Charles M.(Durham 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rae, Russell 


Five of the 
the Chair to 


guage. 
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Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M, 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
fuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent. Col. SirCEH (Sheffield 
Walrond, RtHonSirWilliamH, 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-(Birm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wright-on, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstrather, 


) Reckitt, Harold James 
| Reid, Sir R. Threshie {Damfries 


Rickett, J. Compton 


| Rigg, Richard 


2o0berts, John Bryn (Filion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick BL.) 


, Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt Hon.C. R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 


| White, George (Norfolk) 
| White, Luke (York, ©. R.) 


| 
} 
| 
| 
' 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. William M‘Arthur 
and Mr. Causton. 


Sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): All I need say is this. 
The right hon. Gentleman makes his 
announcement in 
If it implies the abridgment of 


somewhat covert lan- 


debate, we shall meet any such Resolution 
with the most determined opposition. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is irregular, | 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 


BILL [Lorps]. 

















but it may be convenient to the House | 


that I should say that on Tuesday next 
I propose to move a Resolution (which 
will be placed on the Paper tonight) 
which will, I hope, have for its object 
to enable Parliament to deal with the 
Bill on which we are now engaged before 
the Christmas holidays. 





As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time upon Monday next. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th Octo- 
ber last, adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before 
Six o’elock till Monday next. 
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449 The Chairman of 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 10th November, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY (NEW LINES, ETC.) BILL 
[H. L. ]. 

Commons Amendments considered and 
agreed to. 





WATER PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1°; 
to be printed: and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 185.) 
PETITIONS. 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the following Papers having 


been commanded to be presented to this | 


House by His Majesty had been so 
presented on the following dates by 
delivery to the Clerk of the Parliaments, 
pursuant to Standing Order No. CXL, 


“ 
as 


ARMY (PAY, NON-EFFECTIVE PAY, 
AND ALLOWANCES), 

List of exceptions to the Army regula. 
tions as to pay, non-effective pay, and 
allowances sanctioned during the year 
ended 31st March, 1902. (November 4.) | 


TRADE REPORTS. 


{10 NovemBer 1902} 





I. Annual Series :— 

No. 2911. Russia (Riga, ete.) soils 
ber 5.) 

No. 2912. China. (November 5.) | 

II. Miscellaneous Series :— 

No. 584. United States: 


Agriculture 


= of the State of Maine. (November 5.) 


COLONIES. 

I. (General)—Parliamentary and muni- 
cipal and local representation of trading 
companies in the Colonies under re- 
sponsible government.,jCircular despatch 
of the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, dated 12th December, 1901, 
and the replies thereto. (November 5.) 

II. (Annual)—No. 371, St. Helena: 
Report for 1901. (November 7.) 











LOCAL RECORDS COMMITTEE. 


Ways and Means. 450 
for the collection and custody of local 
records, and as to further measures 
which it may be advisable to take for 
the purpose. (November 6.) 


II. Appendices. (November 6.) 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) (AGRARIAN 
OUTRAGES). 
Return for the quarter ended 30th 
September, 1902. (November 7.) 


WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA (ARMY EX- 
PENDITURE, 192-1903). 

Statement showing approximately the 
revised amounts now required under 
the various Votes in view of the con- 
clusion of peace as compared with the 
provision made in the estimates sub- 
mitted to Parliament ; with explanations 
of the difference. (November 7.) 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


WINTER ASSIZES (IRELAND). 
Four Orders in Council, dated 3rd 
November, 1902, for holding winter 
assizes in Ireland. 


SUPERANNUATION (PROFESSIONAL 
QUALIFICATIONS). 

Treasury minute, dated lst November, 
1902, declaring that for the due and 
efficient discharge of the duties of the 
office of Professor of Agriculture in the 
Royal College of Science, Dublin, pro- 
fessional or other peculiar qualifications 
not ordinarily to be acquired on the 
public service are required. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five o'clock, 
till Tomorrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 10th November, 1902. 





The House met at Two of the Clock. 


CHAIRMAN OF 
MEANS. 


The CLERK at the Table informed the 


THE WAYS AND 


| House of the unavoidable absence of the 


I. Report ofthe Committee appointed Chairman of Ways and Means. 


to inquire as to the existing arrangements | 
VOL. CXIV. [FouRTH SERIES. | 





Q) 


& 





Questions. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


OSBORNE ESTATE BILL (NO STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, pursuant to | 
the Order of the House of the 4th day | 
of November, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, no Standing Orders are 
applicable, viz :— 


Osborne Estate Bill. 
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PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND; WALES) | 
BILL. 


Petition from Perth, against ; to lie | 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | 
BILL. | 

Petition from Cornwall, for alteration ; | 
to lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and con. 
firmed by the Board of Trade, amending 
the Crowland and District Light Rail 
ways Order, 1898 (Crowlandand Distrie: 
Light Railways (Amendment) Order. 
1902) [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction of Light Railways in the 
borough of Morley and the urban dis- 
tricts of Birkenshaw, Drighlington, and 
Gomersal, in the West Riding of the 
county of York, and for other purposes 
(Spen Valley and Morley Light Railways 
(Extensions) Order, 1902)[byCommand)]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board | of 


| Trade, authorising the construction off a 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and | 
modified and confirmed by the Board of | 
Trade, authorising the construction of | 
Light Railways in the city of Wakefield, | 
the borough of Ossett, and in the town- | 
ships of Horbury, Lofthouse-with-Carl- | 
ton, Thorpe, Rothwell, Sandal Magna, | 
Oulton-with-Woodlesford, and in the | 


parishes of Rothwell, East Ardsley, and | 
Outwood in the West Riding of the | 


county of York (Wakefield and District 
Light Railways (Extensions) Order, 
1902) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, amending the South Norfolk 
Light Railway Order, 1898 (South 


Norfolk Light Railway (Extension of 
Time) Order, 1902) [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 





| Light Railway in the county of South- 


ampton, from Bentley to Bordon (Bentley 
and Bordon Light Railway Order, 1902) 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Education Bill—Position of Non-Aided 
Church Schools. 

Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether a certificated efficient 
Church of England school, not aided by 
a Parliamentary Grant, with average 
attendance under thirty, is to be regarded 
in future as a public elementary school ; 
and, if so, whether within or without the 
provisions of the Education Bill. 


(Answered hy Mr, A. J. Balfour.) The 


answer is in the negative. 


Consular Service Committee. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether a 
Committee is sitting at the Foreign Office 
to inquire into the distribution of the 
consular service with a view to the placing 
























wh 
the 
anc 
Pre 


the 
ind 
of 


th- 


ley 
02) 


ded 


y0d- 
the 
ient 
rage 
‘ded 
ool ; 
the 


The 


field, 
tary 
ler a 
tice 
the 
acing 


453 Questions. {10 NovEMBER 1902} 454 


of paid Consuls of British nationality in | schools have hitherto been built on land 
important commercial centres which have | for which an annual ground rent has 
arisen since the last re-distribution, and| been paid, and such rent has been 


the removal of paid posts from places | allowed as a legitimate item of expendi- 


Questions. 











which have fallen in commercial import- 
ance. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) Con-| heretofore, be ch 
stant attention is paid to the distribution | penges, 


ture, such ground rent will in future 
be looked upon as acharge to be pro- 
| vided by the managers, or will it, as 
arged to general ex- 


of the consular service, and the two prin- | 


ciples indicated by my hon. and gallant | 


friend are invariably borne in mind, but 
this is not one of the questions which has 
been referred to by the Committee men- 
tioned by the hon. Member. 


Howden Cleugh Postmaster. 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley): To ask the Postmaster 
General whether he is aware that the 
postmaster at Howden Cleugh has re- 
signed ; and will he say how long has he 
been there, what has been his remunera- 
tion, and how much has been the turn- 
over in that post office; and whether 
the sum paid bears a proportion to the 
turnover such as exists in other places of 
a similar size. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The town sub-postmaster of Howden 
Cleugh has given notice that he will 
resign On 3lst December next. He was 
appointed in March, 1899, at a salary of 
£5 a year, which has since been raised 
to £6 a year; and he receives, besides, a 
small sum as commission on the sale of 
postal orders. The business of the office 
is very small, and the remuneration is 
fixed according to a scale which governs 
the emoluments of all town sub-post- 
masters throughout the country. 


“The Parliamentary Debates ”"—New 
Contract. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will lay upon the Table of 
the House the new contract for printing 
and publishing Reports of Debates and 
Proceedings in Parliament. 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) Yes. 


Education Bill—Ground Rent Charge 
on School Buildings. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether he can say if, where 


| (Answered by Sir William Anson ) 
| Under Clause 8 (d) of the Bill the school- 
| house must be provided by the managers 
|free of any charge for ground-rent, 
unless it be in respect of the teacher's 
dwelling-house. 


Education Bill—Definition of ‘‘ Other 


| Bodies.” 
| Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): To ask Mr. Attorney 


|General whether the expression “other 
bodies ’’ in Clause 12, sub-Section (2) ()), 
may be held to include the County Educa- 
tion Committee acting as a body having 
power under the scheme to co-opt persons 
of experience in education and persons 

| acquainted with the needs of the various 
kinds of schools in the area for which 
the local education authority acts. 


(Answered by Sir Robert Finlay.) I do 
not think this is what is contemplated 
by the subNection. 


Census Roqeene—Fepulation of 
en. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if he will state 

_ the population of Carmarthen as given in 
| the last census. 

| (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 1 am 
informed by the Registrar General that 
the population of the borough of Car- 
marthen at the last census was 10,025. 
These figures will be contained in the 
Census Report of Carmarthenshire, which 
| will be issued in due course; they differ 
slightly from those given in the pre 
liminary report, which did not include 
the population of a detached part of the 
borough. 


| 
‘Irish Local Government Board Inspectors 
| and Auditors. 

| Mr. SULLIVAN (Westmeath, S.) : 
| To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Q2 
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Lieutenant of Ireland if he will grant a 
Return of the inspectors and auditors, 
whether permanent or temporary, under 


Questions. 


the Irish Local Government Board, giving | 


their names, date of appointment, age at 
appointment, present salary, and occupa- 
tion previous to appointment ; whether 
there are at present any vacancies among 
the auditors or inspectors ; and whether 
he can arrange that in future appoint- 
ments the claims of union officials of 
experience and standing will be favour- 
ably considered. 


(Answered by Mr. 
Xeturn is in preparation, and will be 
forwarded to the hon. Member when 
received, There are at present no 
vacancies in either position. In filling 
vacancies on its staff the Board proceeds 
on the principle of selecting the persons 
whom it considers best qualitied. 


Athlone Police—Cost of Medical Attend- 
ance on Police Fever Patients. 

Mr. SULLIVAN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland 
short time ago fever broke out in a 
police barracks within the poor law union 
of Athlone; that theconstabulary patients 
in the barracks were attended at the 
Athlone Fever Hospital at the cost of 
the ratepayers of the union, and that 
the Inspector General of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary has refused to pay the 
account amounting to £58 14s. 9d. for 
the medical treatment of the police ; 
and, if so, will he state upon what 
grounds the Inspector General came to 
this decision. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 
matter is engaging my attention. 


communicate the result of my inquiries to | 


the hon. Member in due course. 


Army Special Sanitary Officers. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, | 


W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 


War whether the proposal to appoint | 


twenty special sanitary officers for the 
Army has been carried out; if so, will 
he state to what commands at home or 
abroad these officers have been or will be 
appointed; what the nature of their 
duties will be; and whether. in accord- 
ance with the recommendation of the 
teorganisation Committee, officers so 
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|appointed will be required to hold a 
diploma in public health. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The matter is under consideration. 


| 2nd Kent Garrison Artillery Volunteers— 
Armament. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD (Wool. 
wich): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War, whether the guns for the Siege 
Brigade, Thames Defences, are stored in 

' the Woolwich Arsenal; and whether, in 
|view of the fact that the 2nd Kent 
Royal Garrison Artillery Volunteers 
have expended £500 in erecting a drill 
shed at their Lewisham Headquarters, 
he will allow the guns intended for this 
corps to be issued to them at once. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The 6-inch howitzers, which will form 
the armament the 2nd Kent Royal 
Garrison Artillery Volunteers are 
eventually to have, are not yet ready. 
At the time the howitzers were approved 
for the corps, the officer commanding 
was warned that some considerable time 
must elapse before they would be avail- 
able for issue. 

(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Royal Army Medical Corps. 

Mr. O’DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for North 
Monaghan, I| beg to ask’ the Secretary of 
State for War whether, seeing that in 
the recent annual relief programme for 
officers of the Royal Army Medical Corps 
‘serving in India names of officers only 
| who have completed six years in India 
are included, he will say if the Indian 
‘tour for officers of the Royal Army 
Medical Corps has been extended to six 
| years. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
/WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The Indian tour of service for 
officers of the Royal Army Medical 
Corps has not been extended to six years. 
It has, however, not been possible, in 
consequence of the pressure on the estab- 
lishment caused by the South African 
campaign, to arrange for the relief of 
| officers, who will complete an ordinary 
tour during the present trooping season. 
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Woolwich Royal Arsenal Paymaster and | Secretary for Foreign Affairs whether he 
Collector of Income Tax. |is aware that 700 men of the King’s 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): | British Central African Rifles were con- 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for ' veyed to Berbera in the subsidised Ger- 
War whether he is aware that upon the man mail steamer “Bundesrath,” and 
printed form for the collection of Income | Whether there was no available English 
Tax, Shedule D, the name of Lieutenant | Vessel to transport British troops. 
Colonel A. B. Williams appears as Asses- 
sor and Collector of Income Duty for 
the Royal Arsenal ; and whether, seeing 
that this paper is also stamped Pay 
Office, Royal Arsenal, Woolwich, he can 
state whether this officer occupies the 





THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
| BORNE. Rochester): The answer to the 
'question is Yes. The reinforcements 
from British Central Africa for Somali- 
dual position of collector of Income Tax wane — eg by sp first a le 
and fusinastr to the Hoyal Arsenal, Seamer autble for the purpose, This 

olwich. | was . Pa 
: gallant Gentleman is a member of the 
Mr. BRODRICK: The facts are as Select Committee on the shipping sub- 
stated, nor is there anything unusual or sidies, and perhaps he is better able than 
irregular in such arrangements. They myself to know the circumstances re- 
prevent evasion of the due pa eitedt ake lating to shipping accommodation under 
esta tate. cut T ein eniee pe aaah the British flag on the East Coast of Africa. 
he niiedions the i 4 aaa” rs I believe the Report of the Committee is 
eustean’s ahlnetl ‘ gallant shortly expected, and the Government 
ee en await it with interest. I presume the hon. 

ae, J 4 Gentleman will not expect me to make 

Cal TAIN NORTON: Does this officer further inquiries in view of this Report ? 
recelve pay from both appointments ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: I presume so, but Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 

Can the noble Lord tell the House 

whether the “Bundesrath” is the same 

Royal Military College. vessel as that captured for carrying con- 

_ Captain NORTON :; I beg to ask the traband of war to the Boers and released 

Secretary of State for War “wheth or his without search or trial by the order of the 
attention has been directed to a letter, First Lord of the Admiralty. 


Form 106, sent by the Commandant of 
the he ene College to parents and 
guardians of cadets, in connection wi : «a hiliei “ Sati taie 
the theft of letters in that pot inc India—Disabilities of “ Purdanishins. 
and whether he can make arrangements | Mr. ARTHUR ELLIOT (Durham) I 
for cashing crossed cheques in the Royal beg to ask the Secretary of State for India 
Military College mess or canteen, and for | whether his attention has been called to 
the safe distribution of letters. the disadvantages under which “ Pur- 
danishins ” labour in India ; and whether 
Mr. BRODRICK : My attention has | he will consider the advisability of steps 
been called to the circular in question. I | being taken to protect them against in- 
am informed that it would be difficult | justice by permitting competent women 
to keep a stock of ready money in the | to qualify as their legal advisers. 


canteen or in the mess for the purpose | 
of cashing cheques. I may, however,, THE SECRETARY or oe 


state that a recent arrangement has been| INDIA (Lord Gerorce HAamILToN, 
made which will render remittances to the | Middlesex, Ealing): I have not had the 
cadets practically unnecessary. Arrange-| matter officially before me ; the dis- 
ments have been made which should | abilities which the custom of the country 
ensure the safe distribution of letters. imposes upon ladies in the greater part 
‘of India in the management of their 

Somaliland Operations — German Trans- | affairs are, however, well known ; and I 
port for British Troops. ‘believe that the Government has had 
CotoneL DENNY (Kilmarnock | under its consideration some proposals 
Burghs): I wish to ask the Under | for allowing women to qualify as their 


[am not aware of the facts. 


[No answer was given. | 
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legal advisers, but I have not been 
informed whether any conclusion has 
been arrived at. 


Indian Interests in the Philippine 
Islands. 


Str MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG; 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): On behalf 


{COMMONS} 





of the hon. Member for Hythe, I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether | 
his attention has been directed to the 
effect upon Indian commercial interests in 
China of the continuance in the Philip- 
pine Islands of a silver standard by the | 
action of the Congress of the United 
States of America in striking out the | 
gold standard clauses of the Philippines 
Civil Government Bill ; and will he state 
what steps he proposes to take in the 
matter. 


Questions. 460 


a number of steamship companies in 
Liverpool, known as the Conference 
Lines, in notifying traders that the rate 
of their freight will be increased as much 
as 75 per cent. unless they will sign an 
agreement binding themselves to ship 
exclusively by them, in which case the 
present rate will hold good ; and whether, 
in the interest of the commerce of this 
country, he will take steps to prevent 
such action. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): 
At the same time, may I ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he is aware 
that dissatisfaction exists among South 


| African traders in regard to the methods 
'recently adopted by a group of South 
| African shipping companies ; and whether, 


with the view of preventing injury to 


| the trading interests of So:ith Africa, he 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: My 
attention had not been previously directed 
to the subject. If the hon. Member is 
able to inform me of any special circum- 
stances of the case affecting India, I shall 
be glad to consider them. 


Lewes Guy Fawkes Celebration. 

Mr. TULLY : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the occurrences at Lewes, and especi- 
ally at Borough, Cliffe, Commercial 
Square, and Southover, on the 5th 
November last ; and whether any com- 
plaint has been received from the Roman 
Catholic inhabitants of those districts as 
to the treatment which they received on 
that occasion. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
AKERS Dovua.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : 
The answer to both Questions is in the 
negative. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : Is the right | 
hon. Gentleman aware that, according to | 
the local paper, the effigy of His Highness | 
the Pope was burnt ? 

*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: That is not | 
a matter for the Department ; it is one | 
for the local police to deal with. 


South African Shipping Combine. _ 


Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 


President of the Board of Trade if his | 
attention has been called to the action of | 


has taken or intends to take any action 
in the matter. 


THe PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrovr, Leeds, 
Central): I will answer the Question put 
by the hon. Member for Derby, and that 
put by the hon. Member for Kirkcaldy 
Burghs together, and Iassume the former 
refers to the same matter as the latter. 
If such an arrangement as that referred 
to has been made, the Board ot Trade 
would not have power to intervene. I 
recognise, however, that the matter is 
one of public interest, and will watch 
further developments. 


Sirk WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead): 
Does the right hon. Gentleman not con- 
sider this a system of direct commercial 
boycotting ? 


Mr. DALZIEL: As to the Board of 
Trade having no power to intervene, is 
it not possible for them, if satisfied that 
discontent exists, to make a recommenda- 
tion with regard to the subsidy ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
question of subsidy would be a matter 
for the parties concerned, and not for 
the Board of Trade. 


Mr. DALZIEL: They could make a 
recommendation, surely ? 


Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman prosecute the shipping com- 
panies for boycotting ! 
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Butterine Bill. 

Sm MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture if it is the 
intention of the Government to pass this 
session the Butterine Bill, which was read 
a second time on 25th June. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD or 


{10 NovempEr 1902} 
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| General whether, in view of the progress 
| made in the British manufacture of pencils, 
|he will undertake to reconsider the 
| supply of British-made pencils for the 
| telegraph service. 


| Tur POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
| E.): Yes, Sir, I am inquiring into this 


We enews 





AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanzury, Pres-| matter. 


ton) : I propose to reintroduce the Butter- | 

ine Bill early next Session, and to take | Wages of Belfast Postmen. 

the Second Reading and the reference to) Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to 
a Standing Committee before Easter. I ask the Postmaster General whether he 
propose at the same time to shorten the | will state why the maximum wage of 
period between the passing of the Bill Belfast postmen only rises to 28s. per 
and the date at which it will come into| week, whereas the postmen of Dublin 
operation. |rise to 30s.; and will he state under 


SIR EDWARD STR A CHEY (Somerset- what class the Belfast Post Office would 
. .- - ‘require to come to receive the same con- 


shire, S.): May I ask whether, having ne be 
regard to the feeling expressed by various | ©! eration. 
agricultural bodies, the right hon. Gentle- | 
man will introduce the Bill under the) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
title of Adulterated Butter Bill. | The rate of wages in force for postmen 
- Bo we ; /at Dublin is confined to a few of the 
_ Mr. HANBURY: Yes, that is my largest and most important postal centres 
intention. |in the United Kingdom, namely, Bir- 
mingham, Liverpool and Manchester in 
England, Edinburgh and Glasgow in 
Scotland, and Dublin in Ireland. The 


Canadian Cattle—Restrictions on Im- 
portation, 


Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) : I beg to | 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- | 
culture whether he can now state what 
communications have passed between him | 
and the Minister for Agriculture in 
Canada under the remit of the Colonial 


circumstances of Belfast do not bring it 
within this very limited category, and it 
is accordingly included in the class of 


‘towns at which the next scale is paid, 


comprising places such as Bristol, Leeds, 








Conference relative to the law under | Newcastle-on-Tyne, etc. 

which healthy live cattle imported into | 

this country from Canada are required to | Irish and Welsh Languages in the Post 
be slaughtered at the port of landing ; | Office. 
and if he will lay the correspondence, if 
any, upon the Table of the House. 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Post- 
master General whether he can state 
“a eaneer. 4 | what is the nature of the rule in Wales 

MR. NBURY: At an interview | requiring Post Office officials to have a 
with the Canadian representative I under- | tener of the Welsh language; and 
took to ascertain whether it would be| what is the proportion of English to 
possible, without materially increasing the | Welsh speaking people in any postal 
risk of importing disease, to extend the | district where the officials ‘are not 
period of ten days within which cattle | required to know the two languages. 
arriving at the ports must be slaughtered. 


This inquiry has now been completed, . 
and I am about to communicate the |, Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


result to the Canadian authorities. Until | There is no rule on this subject ; but in 

the correspondence is complete, it would | @ppointing postmasters to places in 

be premature to publish any part of it. | Wales where the district surveyor reports 

| that the knowledge of Welsh is necessary 

Foreign-made Pencils in Government _ it is the practice to select only a candi- 

Offices, | date who possesses it. I am not able to 

Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | state the proportion of English to Welsh 
Central): I beg to ask the Postmaster | speaking people in any postal district. 
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Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon. 
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| February, and received medical treat- 


Gentleman give similar instructions to| ment by the dispensary doctor from 


the surveyors in Ireland ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
see no reason for that. 


The Hill of Tara. 

Mr. CAREW (Meath, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
say by whose authority excavations have 


been carried out at the historic mounds | 


on the Hill of Tara; and whether it is 


the intention of the Guvernment to) 
take steps to preserve these historical | 


memorials from destruction. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | 


LAND (Mr. WyNpbHAm, Dover): The 
excavations were carried out under the 
authority of the owner of the land. 
They were stopped by him in June last, 
and have not since, I believe, been re- 
newed. It is eminently desirable that 
these ancient monuments should be pre- 
served, and I shall be glad to take any 
steps within my power to that end. I 
cannot, however, as at present advised, 
undertake to introduce legislation. 


Middleton Guardians— Use of Board-room. | 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to .ask Mr. 


Attorney General for Ireland whether he | 
can state under what authority the | 
Middleton Board of Guardians are sued | 


for permitting the use of their board- 
room for political meetings seeing that 
these rooms are used for meetings of 
creamery and co-operative societies ; and 
whether there has been any precedent 
for similar legal proceedings. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The suit is founded 
on an alleged breach of trust by the 
guardians as public trustees. 
contend that the case is covered by the 
authority of many decided and reported 
cases, but as the proceedings are pending 
I must decline to enter further into 
particulars. 


Belfast Infirmary. 

Mr. SLOAN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that a child 
was born in Belfast Infirmary on 10th 


The Crown 








March until it died on 9th April ; and 
can he state on what grounds the doctor 
| refused certificate of death for the burial 
| of the child for three days. 
| 
| Mr. WYNDHAM: The last occasion 
/on which the dispensary doctor examined 
| the child was the 1st April. He refused 
to certify the cause of death on 9th April 
| since he had not seen the ehild in the 
interval. The ailment from which it 
| suffered on 1st April could not have been 
| the cause of death. The doctor reported 
the facts to the Registrar General, who 
informed him that his action was correct. 


Marine Works (Ireland) Act. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
allocations of the moneys voted by Parlia- 
ment under the Marine Works (Ireland) 
Act has yet been made; and, if not, 
when will he be able to give this infor- 
mation to the House. I beg also to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Dingal County Council has 
passed a Resolution agreeing to guarantee 
a portion of the money required for the 
construction of a pier and harbour at 
Portnaling (North Donegal), in accordance 
| with the provisions of the Marine Works 
(Ireland) Act ; and will he give a grant 
out of the moneys at his disposal for the 
carrying out of this project. 

} 

| Mr. WYNDHAM: No allocation of 
|the money placed at the disposal of 
Government by the recent Act has yet 
taken place. Correspondence is still 
| proceeding ; but it is hoped that the 
| Government will be in a position to give 
| effect to the provisions of the statute at 
| an early date. 

| ‘ Puture” Tenants in County Leitrim. 

| Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
‘Secretary to the Lerd Lieutenant of 
| Ireland whether he can state on how 
many estates in the county Leitrim 
‘future tenants have been created since 
| the Land Act of 1881, and the number 
| of them ; and whether he would be pre- 
pared to receive a deputation from these 


|future tenants with a view to having 


their rights safeguarded under any future 
land purchase legislation. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 


notices served under Section 7 of the 
Act of 1887, not the Act of 1881, to the 
present date was 2,761. The number of 
actual evictions in the same period was 
410. The effect of a notice being to 
determine the tenancy, the tenant must 
redeem before he can apply to have a 
fair rent fixed. Such redemptions are, 
it is believed, frequent, but there are no 
official records showing their number. I 
do not perceive the connection between 
Future Tenancies and Land Purchase, 
since, in that respect, a future tenant 
stands in the same position as a present 
tenant. If the hon. Member will indicate 


the points which the deputation wishes | 


to submit, I will consider his request. 


Irish Clerks of Unions—Franchise 
and Jurors Rolls. 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that a 
number of boards of guardians have 
passed resolutions approving of having 
the work under the Franchise Acts and 
Jurors Acts performed by the clerks of 
unions, who are in touch with the 
people; and whether, in view of the 
amount of the salaries of clerks of 
unions appointed since 1899, and in 
order to obtain competent and efficient 
men for these positions, he will be pre- 
pared to deal with the question of the 
transfer of these duties under The Local 
Government (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Resolutions have 
been passed, as stated. By the operation 
of the Local Government Act of 1898, 
the assessing and levying of rates de- 
volved upon County and Urban District 
Councils. As a necessary consequence 
the duties in relation to the registration 
of electors and to jurors’ lists were 
transferred to the responsible officers of 
the new rating authorities. These 
officers are in direct touch with the 
rate collectors upon whom the successiul 
preparation of the lists largely depends, 
and who are under the control of the 
County Council. 
disturb the existing arrangements. 


Mr. TULLY: Is not the right hon. | 


Gentleman aware that the duty of 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: This matter has 
been brought before me several times, 
and I do not propose to make any 
change. 


Explosives Bye-Laws. 

Mr. TULLY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to complaints as to the bye-laws 
against certain explosives put in force 


| by the Pembroke Urban Council ; and 


whether he can state on what ground 
the Local Government Board gave their 
sanction to these bye-laws. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
ment Board is not required to sanction 
bye-laws made under the Explosives 
Act, nor were any such bye-laws sub- 
mitted to the Board by the local authority 
referred to. I am making further 
inquiry in the matter. 


Mr. TULLY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that these bye-laws 
are directed against Christmas crackers 
etc., and will he not put an end to such 
an absurdity ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Hatley Bridge across the Shannon. 


Mr. TULLY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the inconvenience created by 
the want of a bridge across the Shannon 
at Hatley, near Carrick-on-Shannon ; 
and whether he can state on what terms 
the Board of Works would be prepared 
to advance a loan to the local Councils 
in Roscommon and Leitrim for the 
construction of this bridge. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissioners 
of Public Works are empowered to lead 
for such term of years, not exceeding 
fifty, as the country may be authorised to 
borrow for. The rates of interest are 
34, 34 and 3} per cent. for terms not 
exceeding thirty, forty and fifty years, 


British Orders and Decorations. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg 


checking the rate books is performed by to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
clerks of Unions ? 


| whether he will agree to a Return 
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showing the British orders of knight- 
hood, decorations, honorific distinc- | 
tions, crosses and medals now in exist- | 
ence, with the respective dates of their 
institution ; and whether His Majesty’s 
Ministers are responsible for the 
grant of peerages and baronetcies, and 
the distribution of the orders and 
other honorific distinctions in question. 


Questions. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or rue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I venture to | 
depreciate my hon. friend’s request for 


this official information. As I have 
said before in answer to a Question of | 
his, these inquiries are so closely 


connected with the Prerogative of the) 


Crown that I am disposed to think it 
better not to make them a subject of 
Question and Answer in the House. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman not aware that the 
Prerogatives of the Crown have been 
frequently discussed in the debates of 
this House for 800 years ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, and they 
may be again; but I do not think 
anything is gained by Question and 
Answer upon the subject. 


Will the 
the 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 
right hon. Gentleman answer 
second part of the Question. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: It is the 
second part which perhaps more closely 
touches upon the subject. 


The Permanent Secretary to the Board of 
Education. 

Mr. DALZIEL: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether Sir George | 
Kekewich has been required to resign the 
office of Permanent Secretary to the 
Board of Education ; and, if so, will he 
say who has been appointed as his 
successor, how long his successor has been 
in the service of the Board of Education, 
and what posts in that service he has 
filled. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Under the 
regulations which govern the Board of 
Education, officers of all ranks who reach 
the age of sixty-two are required to retire, 
in the absence of special circumstances. 
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Sir George Kekewich will reach that 
limit of age in April next. As from April 
lst an entirely new system of administra- 
will commence, it was deemed 
desirable in the public interest to entrust 


' this establishment to the officer who will 


continue to direct it. In these circum- 
stances it was not possible to extend Sir 
George Kekewich’s service beyond the 
limits fixed by the regulations ; but this 
casts no reflection on an able public 
servant, who will retire on the maximum 


|rate of pension after a long and dis- 


tinguished public career. Mr. Morant 
will succeed Sir George Kekewich as head 


| of the office and, in the meantime, has been 


appointed Acting Secretary. Mr. Morant 
was appointed to the Board of Education 
in 1895 on the occasion of the establish- 
ment of a new branch of work in the office. 


'He was appointed senior examiner in 
| 1900. 
‘of his life in the active prosecution of 


Mr. Morant has spent the whole 


educational work both in England and 
abroad, and I am satisfied that not only 
is he amply qualified for this post, but 
that his appointment has _ proved 
generally acceptable to all persons who 
are interested in educational progress 
and have a practical acquaintance with 
educational organisation. 


The Brussels Convention. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : I do not know whether 
the right hon. Gentleman can give the 
House any information as to public 
business, and I would take this oppor- 
tunity to ask him whether the Brussels 
Convention is likely to be brought 
forward scon, and when. I should also 
like to know whether due notice will be 
given as to when it will be brought 
forward. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : 
Two days. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We hope to 
take that matter between the Committee 
and the Report stages of the Education 
Bill, and I shall endeavour to give full 
notice. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say in what form 
the financial resolution which will be 


‘necessary to authorise the expenditure 


will be introduced ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I aminformed 
that no financial resolution will be intro- | 
duced. I cannot, of course, discuss the | 
matter now, but as I understand it, the | 
resolution which is to be brought forward | 
in connection with the Convention is not | 
one that requires action on the part of | 
the House in Committee of the Whole | 
House. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is the right | 
hon. Gentleman aware that the Conven- | 
tion provides for certain absolute and | 
inevitable expenditure ? | 


[No answer was returned. | 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE—INDIAN 

BUDGET DEBATE. 
Sik MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG-| 
GREE: Can the Prime Minister say 
if the Indian Budget debate is not 
concluded by 7.30, what course he pro- 
poses to take with regard to the evening 
sitting ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There will be 
no serious objection to its being continued 
at the evening sitting provided it is 
understood that we shall have time to 
take the Second Reading of the Appro- 
priation Bill. I do not think that that 
ought to take long. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun. 
dee): But the right hon. Gentleman 
promised that the Appropriation Bill 
should be the first Order. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, I think 
there was no public arrangement to 
that effect. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : It 
was stated so. 


Mr. DALZIEL: If Indian questions 
ae stil under discussion at 11 p.m. is it 
proposed to move the adjournment in 
order to take the Consolidation Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give | 
an absolute pledge as to the course that 
will be pursued, but I think that probably 
that will be the most convenient plan. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Before de- 
ciding to take the Appropriation Bill this 
evening, will the right hon. Gentleman 
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look at it and see if it is a proper Appro- 
priation Bill and does not require serious 
amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I presume my 
right hon. friend tne Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has looked into that more 
closely than I have. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Will 
the Appropriation Bill be first or second 
Order tonight ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Second. 


EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS. 
Order for Committee read. 


*(2.35.) THE SECRETARY or STATE 
For INDIA (Lord G. HAmILTon, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): At the late period of the 
session at which we have arrived, when it 
is my duty to submit the annual state- 
ment on behalf of the Indian Government, 
there is brought with it a certain advan- 
tage of which I hope I shall be able to 
take advantage. There seems to be a 
tendency of certain sections of the House, 
which may perhaps accurately be described 


_as the Indian Opposition, to treat the 


forecasts of the Secretary of State with 
regard to Indian Revenue with incredulity. 
They have been described over and over 
again as the fantastic concoctions of a 
phenomenal optimist, an official who is, 
as to the state of Indian affairs, up ina 
balloon, who has no cognisance or true 
appreciation of the wants of India ; and it 
has been urged, therefore, that these esti- 
mates should have no weight attached to 
them. Every successive year shows, when 
we'close the accounts, and when the figures 
are known, that, if the Indian Secretary has 
erred at all, it isnot by being too sanguine. 
Of the three years to which I shall reter we 
have indisputable figures for two years and 
eight months, therefore the forecast of the 
estimates can only deal with the estimates 


| for four months of this triennial period. 


The first year with which I have to 
deal is that which terminated on 1st April, 
1901. I originally estimated that the out- 
come of our finances would show a deficit 
of £826,000. The drought was terribly 


prevalent throughout certain portions 


It caused enormous direct and 
Revenue. My 
statement as to our capacity to meet 
the situation thus created was re- 


of India. 


‘ceived with incredulity—I will not say 
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by a section of the House, but by all 
Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House—and they moved a resolution to 
the effect that, in order to enable the 
Indian Government to fulfil its re- 
sponsibilities, a grant of £5,000,000 should 
be made from the Imperial Revenue. 
We contested that proposal, and now we 
have the final outcome of this year. 
Instead of the deficit, we have a 
surplus of £1,670,000. But something 
more has to be said. In this year 
there were enormous profits from the 
minting of rupees. Formerly these profits 
have been credited to revenue, but this 
year | established a surplus gold reserve 
fund out of the profits, which amounted to 
£3,100,000 ; so that if you add the figures 
together you will see that there will bea 
surplus of nearly £5,000,000. May I ask 
hon. Gentlemen opposite to consider what 
the effect would have been of the financial 
arrangements which they intended to 
have carried into effect? They proposed 
to add £5,000,000 to the existing 
£50,000,000 deficit of Imperial finance, 
in order to double the surplus accruing to 
the Indian Exchequer. The next year 
with which I have to deal is that terminat- 
ing April, 1902. Originally the surplus 
was estimated at £690,000. When I spoke 
last year we had sufficient behind us to 
justity a revised estimate of a surplus of 
£1,824,000. I then gave my reasons 
after entering into an elaborate analysis 
of the various industries in India, of its 
trade and commerce, for the belief that 
there was a certain revival of general 
prosperity. That statement was received 
with even greater incredulity than had 
been previously displayed, and from 
that time to now I have been inundated 
with letters, pamphlets and even books, 
that have been written to show the 
fatuity and ineptitude of our calculation. 
These letters, books, and what-not have 
been consigned, even by those who wrote 
them, to the waste-paper basket [“ No, 
no,”| because my modest estimate of a 
surplus of £1,824,000 has achieved the 
grand dimensions of £4,900,000. But 
it is only fair I should add that we had 
a windfall in this year by the employment 
of a certain number of troops on the 
Indian Establishment in South Africa and 


China. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
Over £3,000,000. 


Lord George Hamilton. 
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Lorp GORGE HAMILTON: My 
estimate is that the saving amounted to 
about £1,000,000 sterling, but the greater 
proportion of that sum has been spent in 
re-arming the native Army and improving 
the efficiency of the Army. But what is 
more important, in connection with this 
year, is that there was an increase under 
every head of revenue, and notably under 
Customs and railroads, which, in every 
country except India, is taken to mean 
that there is every indication of a revival 
of trade, both internal and external. 
Now, Sir, I turn to the last year—the 
current year. We had clear evidence 
before us, in considering this Budget, that, 
assuming the basis of taxation and of ex- 
penditure remained the same, there would 
be a considerable margin of income over 
expenditure, and we carefully considered 
to what purpose we skould apply this 
margin—whether we should apply it to a 
re-adjustment or remission of taxation, or 
whether we should make special grants to 
those industries and those provinces and 
those branches of administration which 
had suffered so severely during the long 
protracted drought and distress. We came 
to the conclusion that the best use which 
we could make of this margin was to make 
these special grants, and we, therefore, 
charged the finance of this year, partly by 
a reduction of income, and partly by an 
increase of expenditure, with a sum of 
£1,500,000. But we estimated that, after 
we had made this special charge, we 
should have a surplus of about £837,000. 
I am glad to say that the year has suff- 
ciently advanced for me to assert that the 
surplus, at the very least, will exceed 
£1,700,000. 


Now, Sir, just let me review the 
finances of these three years. They are 
not normal years, because during the 
whole period there has been great dis- 
tress in the western part of India, which 
is the richest portion of our Indian 
Empire. We have had very heavy dis- 
bursements to make to meet famine 
distress, and we have also had to meet 
curtailment of our industries. The up 
shot is that, after meeting all expenditure, 
we have realised a surplus of £8,300,000. 
We have during that interval spent 20 
millions sterling upon railroads, and two 
millions sterling upon irrigation ; and we 
have, in addition, established a special 
gold fund for the purpose of giving 
stability to exchange, of which no less 
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than £3,600,000 
Consols in the name of the Secretary 
of State. I think that all—even my most 
prejudiced critics—must regard these as 
remarkable financial results to achieve, 
and they are the more remarkable if we 
throw back our recollections to what 
were the conditions of Indian finance at 
the time when the Crown took over the 
territories of the East India Company. 
The prospects of the finance of the new 
Government were then indeed gloomy. 
The Mutiny had been suppressed at great 
cost, and a large Debt had been incurred 
inconsequence. For the maintenance of 
order and authority it was essential that 
there should be a vast increase of the 
white forces that previously had been 
stationed in India. This entailed a very 
heavy increased charge for military 
purposes, and, in association with this 
increase of white troops there was an 
enormous capital outlay in providing the 


necessary accommodation. The East 
India Company had some years back 
entered into arrangements with a 


number of companies for the purpose of 
constructing railroads at a very high 
rate of guaranteed interest, and it was a 
matter of certainty that for years to come, 
though they might develop the trade and 
agriculture of the country, they would 
be worked at a financial loss to the State. 
If the East India Company transferred 
all these financial liabilities to the Crown, 
they also transferred the services of two 
eminent financiers — Sir Thomas Sec- 
combe and Sir Henry Waterfield. Sir 
Thomas Seccombe at once assumed the 
position of chief financial adviser of the 
Secretary of State for India. For 
twenty-two vears he held that position. 
During that time he contrived, by his 
indomitable energy and knowledge of 
finance, to assist every Finance Minister 
in India. Little by little the yawning 
gap between income and expenditure was 
diminished, until ultimately Sir Thomas 
Seccombe succeeded in establishing more 
than an equilibrium, and when he retired 
the credit as well as the stability of 
Indian finance was restored. He was 
succeeded by Sir Henry Waterfield, who 
had been trained under him. Sir 
Henry Waterfield also held the office 
for twenty-two years, and had great 
difficulties to deal with. The great fall 
in the price of silver immensely increased 
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the number of rupees that had to be 
provided in India to meet the obliga- 
tions of the Indian Government in this 
country, and the Government’s finance 
had again to pass through a most serious 
ordeal. We have emerged from that, 
and Sir Henry Waterfield then had 
to deal with six years of successive 
drought and famine. Notwithstanding 
this, under Sir Henry Waterfield’s advice 
and guidance, our financial system has 
arrived at such a condition that I am 
enabled to state to the House the 
gratifying figures I have just mentioned. 
Sir Henry Waterfield and Sir Thomas 
Seccombe are admirable specimens of the 
permanent Civil servants to which this 
country owes so much. I doubt if in 
the long record of the Civil Service there 
has ever been another instance of two 
men, in combination, holding the respon- 
sible position of financial adviser for 
forty-four years. Their names will be 
inseparably associated with the resuscita- 
tion of the credit and finance of India, 
which is solargely due to their respective 
efforts. 


Now, Sir, it is asserted that, even if 
the results of our financial system are 
satisfactory on paper, they have been 
achieved at terrible cost to the popula- 
tion on whom that system has been 
imposed ; that the population under our 
rule in India has been slowly bled to 
death, and is steadily deteriorating in 
material prosperity. On these assertions, 
which are frequently made, I have only 
two observations to make. The first is 
that if a man’s income year by year 
increases, nobody can contend that by 
that process he ts getting poorer. The 
second is that if. under any system of 
taxation imposed on a community, the 
taxation remains steady, and the proceeds 
of this taxation year by year increase, 
it is universally accepted as evidence that 
the burden of taxation is lightening, and 
not pressing heavier on the communities 
who bear it. But whilst J deny—as a 
grotesque libel—the statement that the 
masses of those under our rule in India 
have gone back in material prosperity, | 
admit readily that India is a very poor 
country, that there are dense masses of 
poverty located there, that the parti- 
tion between the ordinary wage of the 
coolie and indigence is very thin, and 
that their general standard of life and 
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comfort is far below that of European 
nations. And I admit that, not from 
over-assessment, but from certain mis- 
takes which I think have been associated 
with our land assessment, there isa great 
increase in the indebtedness of the cul- 
tivating classes ; and, therefore, these 
facts should always be present to us 
when we are considering the financial 
system in India. I propose tonight to 


indulge in the somewhat prosaic ordeal 


of taking each great head of taxation, 
and estimating its future probabilities 
placing these against the corresponding 
probabilities of expenditure, in order 
that we may be able to form some 
opinion of what the future prospects of 
Indian finance and of the Indian tax- 
payers may be. 

The first big item of income with 
which I will deal is that relating to 
Customs. Now there has been a steady 
growth of the Customs revenue, and 
that growth has been associated with the 
articles which the poorer classes in India 
consume. The external trade during 
the year 1900-1901 reached the highest 
figures known. 
the exports were largely in excess of 


those of any preceding year, and a still | 
further increase of considerable dimen- | 


sions was shown in 1901-1902. I quite 
admit that the external trade of India 
bears nothing like the same relation to 
the internal trade as the relation between 
the external trade and internal trade of 


this country—the vast mass of the popula- | 


tion are not affected by it. Still, large 
numbers of the community are engaged 
in it, and so far as it affects them any 
substantial increase is 
dence of increase both in their power of 
production and their power of consump- 
tion. In 189i—92 the total external trade 
was £130,000,000. Ten years later, those 


figures had advanced to £163,000,009, | 


showing an increase of £33,000,000 
during this period. 
we may look upon Customs as an 
absolutely stable and increasing source 
of revenue, and, unless some alteration 
is made in the rates, it is certain over a 
series of years to give Us a successive 
series of increases. 

I now come to railroads. For many 
years the railway system in India was 
worked at a loss to the revenue, but 
during the last three years there has 


Lord George Hamilton, 
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Both the imports and | 


conclusive evi- | 


I think, therefore, | 
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|been a remarkable development in the 
receipts, so that we may confidently rely 
‘in the future upon its being a 
rapidly increasing source of income. 
‘In 1891, our railways had an open 
|mileage of 17,300 miles, and the 
capital associated with this open mile- 
age was £151,000,000. Ten years later, 
‘the open mileage had reached 25,300 
miles and the capital £228,000,000, 
Inasmuch as the earlier railways were 
laid through the richer and more densely 
populated parts of India, while the latter 
traversed the poorer districts, and many 
of them were promoted quite as much 
for military as for other reasons, it might 
_be supposed that the return on the 
‘larger mileage and expenditure would 
| be less than onthe smaller. But such 
is not the case. Whereas, in the earlier 
period, there was a loss of £458,000 
(including interest), in the latter period 
there was a profit of £795,000. But 
that figure does not convey a full sense 
of the difference. The Indian Govern- 
ment have the option—which in almost 
every case has been exercised—of pur- 
chasing all the old guaranteed railways 
at certain periods by terminable an- 
nuities, which carry with them asinking 
fund for the redemption of capital. 
'Those annuities do not now run for a 
longer period than fifty years, and the 
whole of this sinking fund is charged 
annually against the ordinary railway 
revenue account. Therefore, there is 
silently at work a sinking fund which 
_ will automatically bring into the posses. 
sion of the Indian Government, fifty 
years hence, a magnificent property 
valued at £80,000,000 or £100,000,000 
sterling, and the whole revenueannually 
| derived from it will go for the benefit of 
the Indian Exchequer. The Indian 
Government have been compelled them- 
selves to construct, either through guar- 
_anteed companies or directly, nearly all 
the railroads existing in India, and they 
annually devote a sum, which varies, 
from revenue towards the construction of 
these railways. The process which takes 
place is that each year the amount de- 
voted from revenue to the construction 
| of reproductive railways is deducted from 
| the permanent debt, and transferred to 
the capital account of the railway. So 
|there is constantly going on a two-fold 
process—the reduction of debt which 
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js non-productive, and the increase of 
capital which is productive. The result 
has been very remarkable during the 
last ten years; because, although the 
capital of the productive debt has largely 
increased, the receipts are so great that 
they far more than counterbalance the 
increased interest which has to be paid 
on the larger capital. Taking again the 
same period, I find at the commencement 
(1891) that the service of non-productive 
debt was at £2,450,000, and in ten 
years it has been diminished to £1,487,000. 
The charge against revenue for railways; 
irrigation works, and other commercial 
services at the commencement of the 
period was £1,500,000. At the close of 
the period these services gave a profit of 
£800,000. The result is, therefore. that 
taking the charge for non-productive 
debt and productive capital outlay 
during these ten years, the Indian 
Government have improved their posi- 
tion by a reduction of the general charge 
onthe Indian revenue of about £3,300,000. 
This is an item which I will ask the 
House to consider in connection with the 
growth of general expenditure of the 
Indian Government. It shows that we 
can count on the Indian railways pro- 
ducing an increasing source of income 
for years to come. 


I turn to what is the most important 
source of revenue at the disposal of the 
Indian Government—namely, the land 
revenue. The Indian Government have 
the right of landlord over all the land 
of India, and from time immemorial it 
has been the practice of whatever Govern- 
ment is in existence in India to exact in 
the exercise of that right acertain propor- 
tion of the produce of the land, no matter 
what the form of ownership or occupation 
may be. I believe there is not a single 
one of the forms of ownership or of land 
occupation in existence throughout the 
world, which does not in some shape 
find a reproduction in India. Conse- 
quentiy it has been impossible to lay 
down any very general principle or 
formula as to the proportion of pro- 
duce which, under all these varying 
forms of tenure, the Government should 
be entitled to obtain. Upon the modera- 
tion and the equitable enforcement of 
our land assessment depends the develop- 
ment and progress of the cultivators of 
the soil, who certainly constitute the 
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overwhelming proportion of the popula- 
tion of India, and upon whose content- 
ment and prosperity to a large extent 
depends the stability of our rule in India. 
It is, therefore, of paramount importance 
that our assessments should be moderate 
in themselves, and that our method of en- 
forcing them should be equitable. Dur- 
ing the protracted period of distress and 
drought through which the country has 
passed, doubts were expressed in certain 
quarters as to the equitable nature of 
these assessments ; and a certain gentle- 
man, Mr. Romesh Dutt, stated the pro- 
position that the primary cause of 
distress and famine in India was not 
want of rain, but over-assessment on the 
part of the Indian Government. This 
expression of opinion took shape finally 
in a series of letters written by Mr. 
Xomesh Dutt and addressed to myself 
and the Viceroy. Several gentlemen 
interested in the question of land tenure 
also wrote on the subject. Mr. Romesh 
Dutt not only denounced the assessments 
which the Government had imposed, but 
also suggested what he thought would 
be an equitable settlement, and a scale 
which, in future, the Government should 
exact. Lord Curzon, with characteristic 
promptitude, at once took up the 
challenge. The question has always 
been under the consideration of the 
local governments ; and, after consulta- 
tion with them, Lord Curzon issued a 
singularly able and lucid resolution in 
the first month of this year which dealt 
fully with the various contentions 
advanced ; and he showed conclusively 
that the allegations as to over-assessment 
were quite unreasonable; and that, if 
the Government accepted Mr. Romesh 
Dutt’s own estimate of what was just, 
the assessment in many parts of India 
would have to be doubled. But the 
Viceroy, while proving the moderation 
of the assessments, very wisely associated 
in the resolution a statement with 
regard to certain principles which had 
been always in operation, but which 
certainly would not have been less 
effectively in operation if universally 
known. He expressed the strong desire 
of the Indian Government in favour 
of longterm settlements, and against 
sudden and great enhancements; and 
dealt with the principle of assessing 


But if it were true that 
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assessments were not too high, it may 
also be asserted that in some parts of 
the country they were too rigidly 
enforced ; that there was not sufficient 
elasticity in the methods by which they 
were collected. Therefore, Lord Curzon 
expressed, on behalf of the Indian 
Government, the desirability of a more 
elastic policy of revision and collection ; 
so that, whenever local deterioration 
could be shown, remission should not be 
to the individual, but general to the 
whole district. The Government of 
Bombay, which is the part which has 
most suffered from distress, are about to 
introduce a Bill for the purpose of giving 
effect to this idea. 

The unpleasant feature connected with 
our system of land assessment is un- 
doubtedly the increase in the indebtedness 
of the cultivator. There was an idea pre- 
valent amongst certain very distinguished 
Indian administrators that the great 
object of land assessment should be, not 
only to be equitable in the amount levied, 
but to be rigid in the enforcement of the 
assessment. It was thought that it 
would teach the cultivator thrift and 
economy, and it was assumed that, if he 


were unable to pay, he would probably 
be bought out by a better cultivator, and 
that thus, under this process of rigid 


enforcement, you would develop a 
stronger and stronger race of cultivators. 
They were further of opinion that it was 
most advantageous that the cultivator 
should have full opportunities of obtain 
ing assistance in the cultivation of his 
land. The result has not been satis- 
factory. The moneylenders have come 
in, and have given to each individual 
cultivator, in consequence of the lowness 
of assessment, such facilities for borrow- 
ing that they have in many cases 
availed themselves of them so _ far 
as to be absolutely in the hands 
of those from whom they have 
borrowed. We have established a system 
of Courts by which the moneylender has 
increased facilities of obtaining the 
repayment of money advanced ; and the 
consequence has been that so far from 
bringing capital into agriculture, they 
have become absolute master of certain 
parts of India, of the holdings as well as 
the persons of those who cultivate it. 
Therefore, I think that, whatever 
the moral we draw, we should not 
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be too hasty in introducing into 
‘India ideas and principles which, 
although they work very well here, may 
not necessarily bear the same fruit when 
all the surrounding conditions are entirely 
different. The hon. Member for Cam- 
borne in the last speech he made last 
year laid stress on the advisability of 
providing some system of conciliation by 
which the creditor, the debtor, and an 
official might meet together, and some 
equitable arrangement might be arrived 
at by which the cultivator might be free 
from the burden of hisdebt. Mr. Fraser, 
the Chief Commissioner of one of the 
districts which has suffered during the 
recent visitations of drought, has put in 
practice this idea, and the results have 
been extraordinarily satisfactory. He 
made a speech not long ago to those 
engaged in this work—to the officer 
in charge, to the creditors, and to the 
landlords and the tenants. I’ have 
not the document with me, but the 
purport is this—that a very large amount 
of debt had voluntarily been remitted, 
and that there was no friction or contro- 
versy between the landlord and tenant 
in that part of the country. The 
conclusion he has arrived at is this—a 
sound one—if the Government showa 
spirit of generosity in not enforcing 
during bad times land assessments, 
probably those to whom the cultivators 
are otherwise indebted will follow the 
example thus shown. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): 
Will the noble Lord lay the Paper on 
the Table ? 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON ; I will. 
Mr. CAINE: I[ thank you. 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : There 
'fore I think, assuming that our assess- 
ments in future are on the sideof modera- 
tion, we may confidently calculate 
that the land revenue will, as_ the 
country opens, continue not only to 
be stable, but to increase. I need not 
say much as to stamps, Excise, and as- 
sessed taxes. All these branches of 
revenue show a slight increase. As they 
stood by us in the past and in time oi 
trouble, we can, I think, rely upon them 
to give us an increasing income in 
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normal times for the future. Opium, 


on the other hand, shows a falling off. | 


Many years ago, when the first discus- 
sion took p'ace on the opium revenue— 


I believe I was Under Secretary for 
India at the time—the contention was | 


advanced that it was entirely due to the 
introduction of Indian opium into China 
that they were an opium consuming popu- 
lation. I was able to show that in those 


parts of China to which Indian opium had | 
not penetrated the largest amount of | 
opium was cultivated and consumed. The | 


opium revenue has been of great service to 
India, but it has fallen off greatly of recent 
years. Twenty years ago it brought in 
a net revenue of about £6,000,000, but 
in recent years it has only given us about 
£3,000,000 sterling. It is not absolutely 
a reliable source of income. Possibly it 
may diminish in the future, but it is 
satisfactory to know that it is each year 
forming a less proportion of the revenue 
which is at the disposal of the Indian 
Government. 


I now come to a tax which ex- 
cites a good deal of attention in this 
country—the salt tax. Looking at 


the figures connected with this tax, I 
cannot say that the conclusions which 
one draws from them are very satis- 


factory. Receipts from it increase very 
slowly, though I am told that this year 
there is a considerable development. If 
we take the consumption of salt in con- 
nection with the immense development of 
railroads and the increased facilities of 
transmission and distribution, the de- 
velopment in consumption is very small. 
Therefore I think that one must arrive 
at one of two conclusions—either the 
people do not want to increase their 
consumption of salt or the tax pre- 
vents them from doing so. I incline 
to the latter theory. Lord Curzon 
informs me that, though he has had very 
many petitions on almost every conceiv- 
able subject he scarcely ever receives a 
petition connected with the salt tax. I 
believe the tax is viewed by the natives 
with very different feelings from those 
which prevail among certain sections of 
opinion in this House. It would be 
useless to touch the salt tax unless a 
great slice could be taken off, and we 
are obliged to be very cautious in the 
action which we take if it involves the 
surrender of a considerable amount of 
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income. My hon. friend behind me, 
who has had considerable experience of 
the East, knows that, if a mistake is 
made by those who are responsible for 
the finances of this conntry, it is not 
possible to make good the deficiency that 
is caused by putting a penny on the 
income-tax or raising a duty on an 
article of general consumption. The 
deficit would probably remain, and the 
Government would have difficulty in 
making it good. Therefore we have to 
act very cautiously in connection with 
this tax; but I own that the feeling 
which always influences me is—I believe 
you would, by reducing it, increase the 
consumption, and if you increase the 
consumption you then get a financial 
reserve always possible in a time of 
emergency to raise by a tax on this 
increase of consumption. It is not 
possible, at any rate, for me to say any- 
thing now in relation to this tax. There 
are other taxes which have also to be 
raised by the Indian Government, and 
it would be quite out of place if | 
were now to indicate, assuming here- 
after that we were to reduce taxation 
the direction that that reduction should 
take. 

Summing up, I may say that our 
sources of revenue, with the excep- 
tion of opium, are increasing, and 
there is, therefore, every reasonable like- 
lihood if we can keep expenditure down, 
that there will be for the future a con- 
siderable margin of income over ex- 
penditure. 

Let me turn now to expenditure. 
When I came first into his House, many 
years ago, there was a fashionable theory 
among hon. Members that if the expen- 
diture of the Government was to be 
checked it could be best done by putting 
it under the control of a representative 
Assembly which was elected on a demo- 
cratic basis. That was the argument 
brought forward by Mr. Fawcett and 
others ; and for this reason it was con- 
tended that the House of Commons 
should exercise more control over Indian 
finances than it did when they were under 
the direction of a Government which was 
necessarily autocratic in its composition, 
but in which the military element was, to 
a certain extent, predominant. Ido not 
_know whether that view any longer pre- 
| vails as to democratic Assemblies ; but, if 
\there be any who still believe in this old 
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fable, it may be useful to mention the 
growth of expenditure during the ten 
years under this military autocracy in India 
and the growth of expenditure under the 
supervision of representative democracy in 
this country. {An Hon. MEMBER on the 
Opposition Benches:—‘‘ Tory Govern- 
ment.”] I take the years between 1891 
and 1901. The civil and military Esti- 
mates of Great Britain (extlusive of 
Debt Services) amounted at the end 
of the decade in 1891 to £50,950,000 ; 
now they are £84,900,000, showing an 
increase of £34,000,000. In India at the 
beginning of that period the Civil and 
Military Estimates and general ad- 
ministration amounted to £32,000,000 ; 
at the close they were £35,600,000, 
showing an increase of £3,600,000. But 
the House will recollect that I showed that 
in consequence of judicious development 
of railroads and the constant transfer of 
sums from non-productive capital to pro- 
ductive capital, in respect of these two 
items the Indian Government had im- 
proved their position during the ten 
years by £3,309,000, and if you deduct 
this from the excess of £3,600,000, the 
Indian Government have accomplished 
the creditable task of carrying on the 
Civil and Military Government, improv- 
ing the efficiency of both, with an 
increase to the taxpayer of £300,000. 
Can we hope to be able to continue 
this improved administration? There 
are certain items which it is perfectly 
clear we shall have to increase. We 
shall have to increase our expenditure in 
connection with education, in police 
administration, and the amount allotted 
to the local governments in respect of 
provincial contracts. The claims on the 
local administration as civilisation de- 
velops are greater and greater, and they 
can only be legitimately met by making 
some increase of their resources. But | 
cannot hold out any hope of reduction of 
expenditure as regards our Army. I 
hope the increase may not be large or 
substantial, but I think it is not improb- 
able that we may have to add, to a certain 
extent, to the number of white troops in 
India. We have been fortunate during 
the past three years in obtaining large 
sums from the Imperial Government by 
loan, and for Imperial purposes, of Indian 
troops. We ran some risk in sodiminishing 
our military forces in India, but we have 
benefited financially. We have received 
about £2,300,000 from the Imperial 
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Exchequer, and we have expended most 
of it on re-arming the native army with 
the most modern rifle, in re-arming 
batteries of artillery, increasing the store 
of ammunition, and establishing new 
works for the manufacture of munitions 
of war in India itself ; and the outcome 
of this expenditure has contributed to the 
efficiency of the Army, in mobilisa- 
tion and otherwise. We are fortunate to 
have obtained the services of Lord 
Kitchener as commander-in-chief in India, 
Lord Kitchener is an administrator of the 
highest quality, and his work is always 
associated with economy. While I have 
been anticipating a reduction in certain 
branches of military expenditure, still I 
am afraid the demands which science 
imposes upon us of keeping our troops 
up to the latest requivements will 
necessitate some general increase in our 
military expenditure. 

But military expenditure is regulated 
by policy. Our policy, both along our 
own frontiers and in the countries con- 
tiguous, has neither changed nor varied. 
Unaggressive in its character, it is based 
on principles of self-defence, regulated 
by a vigilant observance of what is going 
on. The death of the late Ameer Abdur- 
rahman, though it removed a great per- 
sonality from the rule of Afghanistan, in 
no way affects the engagements we have 
entered into with Russia as to the limits 
of our respective spheres of action, inter- 
course, and influence, nor the principles 
underlying the understanding between 
the ruler of Afghanistan and ourselves. 
Reviewing, then, the factors on both 
sides of the account it will be seen that, 
unless there issome abnormalexpenditure 
forced upon us, our existing income, with 
the annual increments that may be antici- 
pated, will so far exceed the demands upon 
it as to leave a margin available either for 
the readjustment or remission of taxation, 
or for extra grants to localities, services, 
or local governments which are in special 
want of such assistance. But on this 
occasion it would be altogether premature 
to express an opinion on the question to 
which of these purposes that margin may 
hereafter be applied. F 

There is one group of subjects on which 
I should like to say a few words. They 
are subjects which have attracted a great 
deal of public attention, and which arise 
from controversies which periodically 
crop up between the Imperial and Indian 
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Exchequers. They relate to the appor- 
tionment of charges in connection with 
services in which both countries have ,a 
joint but a varying and unequal 
interest, or they arise in connection with 
questions where the limit between Indian 
and Imperial interest is not very clearly 
defined; or at other times they have 
their origin in military charges, where a 
Department supplying articles and men 
which are indispensable to the Indian 


Government has the power of regulating | 


the price at which those articles can be 
obtained. The first and most important 
of these questions is the cost of expedi- 


tions which are sent from India to places | 
On this | 


outside the Indian Empire. 
subject I think a very strong feeling 


exists, both in this House and outside, | 


that India should be treated with the 
utmost consideration. I wrote some 
years back to the Treasury making 
certain suggestions, and endeavouring 
to lay down this principle—that, whereas 
within a certain sphere and for certain 
objects, India might be considered inter- 
ested, outside those spheres and objects 
any expedition sent from India ought to 
have its cost exclusively defrayed from 
the Imperial Exchequer. The Royal 
Commission which was appointed to en- 
quire into Indian Expenditure took up 
my suggestions and amplified them, and 
drew up an elaborate scheme, discrimi- 
nating between those zones and those 
objects which in their judgment were 
Imperial, partly Imperial and_ partly 
Indian, and wholly Indian. We sent 
that document on from the India Office 
to the Treasury, and the late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer at once agreed to 
accept the principle which was em- 
bodied in that document. During 
the past three years India has sent 
expeditions to China, South Africa, 
Jubaland, and other parts of Africa, and 
in every single instance, without demur, 
the whole cost of that expedition has been 
thrown upon the Imperial Exchequer. 
But in connection with operations of this 
kind disputes may arise as to questions 
of changes. I therefore asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to agree to 
the principle of arbitration. He readily 
assented, and the Lord Chief Justice, 
Lord Alverstone, has kindly undertaken, 
for three years to come, to arbitrate 
on questions that may arise as to 
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|the division of charges between the 
Imperial and Indian Exchequers that 
_can be referred to arbitration. Then 
there was a proposal, made by the 
Royal Commission, that, for the pur- 
pose of putting on an equitable footing 
Indian and Imperial expenditure, there 
should be a transfer of a charge of 
| £260,000 from the Indian to the Imperial 
Estimates.. To this the late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer gave a prompt assent. 
That sum was so transferred last year, 
and it will in all subsequent years be a 
permanent reduction of the requirements 
which were made upon the Indian 
Treasury. The most difficult of these 
controversies are those which arise in 
'connection with military charges. In 
other questions the two parties, that is to 
say, the India Office and the Treasury, 
/represent two independent Exchequers, 
over which the chief of each Department 
has absolute control ; but when we have 
to deal with the War Office the relations 
between ourselves and the War Office 
assume another aspect. We must have 
a certain number of British soldiers in 
India, and the only Department which 
can supply them is the War Office. I 
think it is almost universally admitted 
that it would not be possible for India to 
supply her own wants in this respect. 
The ordinary practice of the War Office 
is only to charg2 us the cost price of that 
which is supplied. From time to time, 
however, military considerations of an 
Imperial character arise, and these may 
involve an increase in the pay of the 
British soldier, even although the change 
which necessitates the increase may not 
be one which India herself would require. 
It is exceedingly difficult for India to 
refuse to accept the increased charge 
when it takes the form of pay. India 
cannot refuse to the British soldier the 
rate of pay which he obtains in other 
parts of the Empire. Such a case arose 
the other day in connection with the 
system of recruiting which my right hon. 
friend the Minister for War has adopted. 
He proposed to raise the pay of recruits 
by 2d. for the first three years, and by 
6d. more if they remained a longer 
period with the colours. We agreed to 
pay the extra 2d., but we demurred to 
paying the extra 6d. and we gave 
|reasons for doing so. The change was, 
‘in our opinion, more beneficial to 
Imperial than to Indian interests, and 
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the whole cost of it should not, we| 
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that sum it would not be possible to 


thought, be put on the Indian revenues. give that adequate representation to 
The War Office, I am sorry to say, would | India which we thought was desirable, 


not accept the validity of our contention, 


and | have requested that the question | 
should be referred to arbitration on the, 


principle of which I have already 
spoken. This course has been agreed to. 
I have anapology to make to the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean. I told him some time 
back that I hoped to be able, before the 
Indian Budget came on, to lay Papers 
before the House. There has been some 
delay in getting certain information, 
and the Papers in question do not deal 
with the particular matter in which the 
right hon. Baronet is most interested— 
the best period of service for India. 
That question is only raised indirectly, 
the argument being mainly financial. 
Now I come to the last of these 
questions, the smallest in amount, but 
one which, perhaps, has excited more 
interest than even the other two— 
namely, the cost of the entertainment of 
visitors from India who come as public 
guests to this country. As the original 
arrangement, to which both I and the 
Council of India and the Government of 
India were parties, has been very severely 
criticised in certain quarters, perhaps I 
may be allowed to explain what were 
the conditions then existing which alone 
induced us to agree to this arrangement. 
When East India was transferred to the 
Crown it was transferred subject to all 
the conditions which then existed — 
conditions which were sanctioned by long 
practice and tradition—one of which was 
that when a distinguished person came 
from India as a visitor his expenses were 
to be defrayed out of the Indian revenue. 
Last year His Majesty’s Government 
appointed an inter-Departmental Com- 
mittee to consider the scale upon which 
the Coronation should be celebrated and 
the number of visitors who should be 
invited. We were engaged at the time 
in a most serious War, taxation was heavy, 
and a large deficit was impending. In 
thesecircumstances His Majesty's Govern- 
ment came to the conclusion that they 
would not be justified in sanctioning 
more than an expenditure of £100,000 
for the purpose. The Committee who 


examined the question found, however, | 
| decessor in office, I am thankful to say 


that if there were a rigid adherence to 
Lord George Hamilton. 


'and which she was entitled to. 


I was 
therefore faced by this alternative. [ 
must either acquiesce in a reduction of 
the number of visitors, which would 
have caused great heart-burning and 
political discontent, or I must revert to 
the old practice of selecting those whom 
we wished to come, and pay that portion 
of their expenses which came over and 
above the £100,000. The Indian Council, 
after full consideration, came to the con- 
clusion that we should have full control 
as to the number of visitors to be asked. 
I referred the matter to the Indian 
Government, which very reluctantly came 
to the same conclusion. But the whole 
circumstances under which these arrange- 
ments were made were changed when 
peace was proclaimed. The unfortunate 
illness of His Majesty increased the cost 
of these entertainments and hospitality, 
and, therefore, I wrote and made further 
representations on the subject to the 
Treasury, and asked them to reverse 
their decision under the changed condi- 
tions, and they promptly responded that 
the whole of the expenditure would be 
defrayed from the Imperial revenue. 
The question of the scale of hospitality 
and entertainment to be given to the 
Indian visitors was not so easy to settle 
as outsiders assumed. The scale, especi- 
ally as regards the great princes, is 
higher than that allowed by Treasury 
regulations in this country. The 
hospitality which the native Indian 
princes extend to us is magnificent, and, 
therefore, when they come to this 
country we must take care that the 
hospitality we dispense is not such as to 
contrast unfavourably’ with that which 
they accord to us. I was anxious to 
come to some arrangement with the 
Treasury on the point, land asked them 
to appoint an inter-Departmental Com- 
mittee, to which they have agreed, so 
that I hope we shall never have again 
any controversy as to the cost of our 
Indian visitors. Therefore, though I 
have been greatly attacked in connection 
with the charges which are divided 
between India and the Imperial Ex- 
chequer, and although all these ques- 


tions are legacies left to me by my pre- 
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that, should they arise again, they will 
be satisfactorily settled in a manner which 
the Indian taxpayer would appreciate. 

I have only one more word to say, 


and that is with regard to the Corona- | 


tion. I would point out that it had 


a deeper significance for India than for | 


any other part of the British Empire. 
The relations between the Sovereign 
and the people of this country and 
the Colonies were the same at the 
recent Coronation as those which existed 
at previous Coronations. But it was 
otherwise with regard to India. It was 
the first Coronation at which the 


Sovereign of these islands was univer-— 
sally recognised from one end of India to | 
the other as the Lord Paramount of | 
At the last Coronation, in 1837, | 
the Crown had little direct authority in | 


India. 


Indian matters. The sway of the East 
India Company was confined to a 
territory which is only a comparatively 
small portion of the British Empire, 
outside which there were a number of 
wholly independent kingdoms which did 


not in any way acknowledge the sway of | 
Now, as [| 
have said, all this is changed, and the | 
Sovereign of these islands is recognised | 
itself will be a scene almost unique in 


the East India Company. 


asthe Lord Paramount and undisputed 
Sovereign of a vast Indian Empire. 
I had no conception until I came into | 
contact with the representatives of 
India how deep and intense is the sense 
of loyalty and reverence with which the 
Princes of India regard the person of the 
Sovereign. When His Majesty was so | 
seriously ill, I had to receive a deputation 
of the native officers who had been! 
specially selected to represent the native | 
Army. They laid their swords at my 
feet, and appealed to me in the 
strongest and most touching terms, 
the sincerity of which could not be | 
doubted, to have arrangements made | 
by which they could stay in this. 
country until they saw the person | 
of their Sovereign and did him 
homage. They further stated that they 
were ready to remain without pay, pro- 
vided they got rations, and that if they 
went back without having performed 
this duty their faces would be blackened 
in the eyes of their fellows. Therefore, 
we have in this feeling a bond of 
inestimable value, one which, in time of 
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stress greater even than that we have 
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(lately passed through, will be more 
effective than the material reasons which 
| we can advance on behalf of our rule in 
India ; and it was to give full public 
expression to this feeling, by which all 
the antagonistic races and religions of 
India are united together in one common 
bond of fealty to the Throne, that we 
| gave the reception on July 4th, at the 
India Office, and that the Great Durbar 
_ will be held on January Ist next in India. 
That Durbar, I hope, will be held under 
_happy auspices. The restoration of the 
‘Sovereign to full health, the cessation of 
the drought, the full treasury, the 
indications of returning prosperity in 
different parts of India—all these will 
tend to make the occasion one of univer- 
sal rejoicing. The Viceroy, who will 
preside, is worthy of the occasion. Lord 
Curzon, by his example, and his work of 
the last four and a half vears all over 
the country, has infused fresh life and 
energy into every branch of Indian 
administration. He has raised the 
standard of official duty—high as it was 
before. He has been fearless in exposing 
wrong and in fighting down evil, and he 
has been equally energetic in advancing 
reform and improvement. The Durbar 
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its historic _picturesqueness. The 
civilisations of the East and the West will 


| there meet and be blended together ; and 
'the most gorgeous trappings that can 


be suggested will surround our authority 
on that occasion. The fabric of our rule 
in India will be supported by a pomp and 
magnificence which will be worthy of the 
great organism which it represents. 
But fair and majestic as the edifice 
of our rule in India appears, we must 
never forget that, from the nature 
of its structure and the composition 
of its materials, there must be always 
in it risks and_ difficulties and 
possibly dangers and menaces from out- 
side. I have spent the greater part of 
my official life in connection with the 
India Office, and it is many years ago 
since I went there in a subordinate 
capacity. The result of my experience is 


that I believe that henceforth the most 
serious of the difficulties that will cross 
the path of the Indian Government will 
not be those which are inherent, not 
those which are connected with the 
system of Government, but those which 
we have by our own action created. 


We 
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and which produces good results here, is 


a Heaven-born inspiration which, if trans- | 


planted anywhere, no matter under what 
conditions, would produce the same 
fruits as in these islands. The Govern- 
ment have had more than once to retrace 
their steps and, by legislation or other- 
wise, check or countercheck the conse- 
quences of measures which thelight of after 
information had shown ought not to have 
been adopted. Therefore I would say to 
all who take an interest in India, whose 
numbers I believe are steadily increasing 
in this House, let us ever keep this 
experience before us, and remember that 
it is incumbent upon us to see that our 
administration in India is based upon 
progress, reforms, and improvement, and 
that it is necessary for us to be fully 
cognisant of the traditions, instincts and 
usages of those for whom these reforms 
and these improvements are intended. I 
beg to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” —(Secretary Lord George Hamilton.) 


*(4.0.) Str HENRY FOWLER 
(Wolverhampton, E.): I would like to 
take this opportunity of saying a few 
words on the general statement which 
the noble Lord has made, and_ in 
reference to some of the points which 
are not referred to in the Amendment 
on the Paper, upon which the noble 
Lord has expressed some opinion. Before 
I touch on the perhaps dry, and maybe 
controversial matters, I should like to 
associate myself with the noble Lord 
in the concluding portion of his address. 
I think we all congratulate him that he 
has extricated the India Office from 
what might have been unpopularity in 
connection with the details of the hos- 
pitality which this country rendered to 
the Indian guests at the Coronation. I 
would also take this opportunity of con- 
gratulating the noble Lord, if he will 
allow me to do so, on the admirable 
manner in which he discharged his own 
specific office during that season. 


mirably represented this country, 
and he dealt with the great Indian 
potentates and princes who came over 


on that occasion in a manner which | 


Lord George Hamiltcn 


{COMMONS} 


have been too prone in the past to assume | 
that any idea which dominates for the | 
moment ourown fiscalor industrial system, | 
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would increase the confidence they had 
in the home administration, and which 
in no way derogated from the hospitality 
or dignity of Great Britain. 

The noble Lord’s Budget speech has 
been, if he will allow me to say s0, 
rather vague. He has skated very 
gently over some of the thin ice of the 
statement, and in generalities rather 
than in details he has very pleasantly 
taken the House away from the con- 
sideration of what are the most—I will 
not say serious, but, at all events, the 
questions which upon this Budget, as 
upon every Budget, we have chiefly to 
consider, viz., the finance of the year 
just closed and the finance of the year on 
which we are embarking. So far as the 
figures are concerned, that embarking 
took place some six months ago, and we 
know pretty well the accuracy of the 
prophecies made in the month of March. 
The House should, I think, appreciate 
what is reallythe smallness, comparatively 
speaking, of the real Indian Budget. 
We are accustomed to such very large 
figures in connection with these budgets 
that we get incorrect ideas both of 
Indian taxation, as it is called, and of 
Indian expenditure. On the second page 
of the noble Lord’s Memorandum, the 
House will find that the figures are there 
stated in sterling money, with their net 
result — showing what we really raise 
by taxation and expend upon India. 
I find that the revenue of last year 
was £44,000,000, and the expendi- 
ture £39,000,000, leaving the large 
surplus to which the noble Lord 
has referred, and that the Budget with 
which the House is now asked to deal 
estimates for an income of £42,500,000, 
and an expenditure of £41,500,000, 
leaving a surplus of barely £1.000,000 
sterling. 1 do not know whether the 
noble Lord alluded to the mode in which 
the surplus of the year 1901-02 has been 
dealt with. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON made an 
observation which was inaudible in the 


| Press gallery. 


In all | 
the functions, great and small, he ad- | 


*Sirk HENRY FOWLER: f know it 
has gone into that Department, but I 
think we should notice in passing a very 
large sum allowed—and I think very 
wisely allowed—for the remission of 
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arrears to tenants in India. I under- 
stand from the accounts as presented 
that considerably over £1,250,000sterling 
has been written off the arrears of rents 
of those tenants who have suffered in 
consequence of the famine. Although, 
of course, the whole distribution is not a 
matter with which we need now con- 
sider, this was a very large contribution 
out of the surplus for that purpose, and 
large sums were also given for other 
purposes. The noble Lord has told us 
that the result of the figures that have 


come out in the course of the last six | 


months is to make the surplus very much 
larger than he himself anticipated, for 
which the Indian Government  bud- 
getted. I want to call the attention 


of the House to that surplus, because | | 


want to enlist the sympathies of hon. 
Members with respect toit. That surplus 
was put at something like £800,000, and 
the noble Lord has told us—although | 
am sure he has underestimated it—that 
he thinks it will be £1,750,000. Lord 
Curzon, when he came to deal with this 
income six months ago, was also, wisely 


and properly, very cautious, but he made | 


one or two remarks to which I should 
like to call the attention of the House. 
He said— 


“When a Government finds 
possession of large balances, the world is 
always more interested to know what they are 
going to do with them than how they got 
them, and I turn accordingly to the manner in 
which we have decided to dispose of our sur- 
plus funds.” 


Lord Curzon lays down three principles, | 


which I am not going to challenge, 


although I am going to challenge his | 


He said— 


application of then. 


“Every Government, every Viceroy, every | 


Finance Minister, and, | am sure, every Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer, must wish to reduce | 


taxation, if they honestly and conscientiously 
can. We are not above those feelings, and, 
for my part, if the conditions of our finance 
continue to improve——” 


—and the House will note that they have 
continued to improve by 100 per cent. 
in the six months— 


—-—‘‘ if the conditions of our finance continue 
to impreve, I entertain reasonable hopes of 
being able to recommend such a reduction 
before I leave this country. ... But the 

uestions we have to ask ourselves are these: 

re the burdens imposed upon the community 
by existing taxation so heavy as to stand in 
urgent need of mitigation? Is our position 
sufficiently assured to enable us to make what 
must be a permanent sacrifice of revenue? 
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itself in | 
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After a period of exceptional distress, which 
has been confined to distinct pazts of the 
country, is a reduction of taxation to be 
general rather than partial ?” 

The upshot of Lord Curzon’s speech, 
and also of the speech of the Indian 
Finance Minister, was that there must 
be no reduction of taxation this year. 
When we get to the month of November 
in a financial year which expires on 
March 31st next, it is idle to talk of any 
reduction of taxation this year. But I 
think the House of Commons ought to 
have a word or two to say, especially as 
to its own position upon this question, 
with regard to the Budget of next year, 
the Budget which will be introduced next 
| March, and this will be our only oppor- 
tunity of raising the question on which I, 
for one, entertain a very strong opinion. 
|I quite agree with Lord Curzons laying 
down of the general principles that we 
ought to follow, but there is another 
principle which he did not mention, 
a principle, I think, of both Indian and 
British finance, viz., that where the 
| Government have the right—and they 
_have the right—to increase taxation 





/under exceptional circumstances, it is 
also their bounden duty and obligation 
to reduce the taxation so exceptionally 
raised when the occasion for which it 
was raised has passed away. We are 
not called upon to look forward to all 
the possibilities of what may come in 
future years; we have to deal with a 
year at a time, so to speak, and we have 
to ask ourselves whether we are under 
any obligation with reference to the reduc- 
tion of a specific tax exceptionally in- 
creased when the occasiontor which it was 
| imposed has passed away. I am very glad 
to see that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has strolled in during this 
discussion. This is a matter not quite 
outside his ken, and I am sure he will 
appreciate the laying down of, and 
approve the doctrine that in this 
| country when we have submitted 
to exceptional taxation for a specific 
| purpose, when that purpose has 
| passed away we expect the exceptional 
taxation to go also. 


Now, I am going to apply that doc- 
trine to the case before us. I need 
| hardly name the tax to which I 
am about to refer. The noble Lord has 
forestalled some portion of my argument ; 
he probably knew what it would be about. 
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have been too prone in the past to assume | 
that any idea which dominates for the 
moment ourown fiscalor industrial system, | 
and which produces good results here, is 
a Heaven-born inspiration which, if trans- 
planted anywhere, no matter under what 
conditions, would produce the same 
fruits as in these islands. The Govern- 
ment have had more than once to retrace 
their steps and, by legislation or other- 
wise, check or countercheck the conse- 
quences of measures which thelight of after 
information had shown ought not to have 
been adopted. Therefore I would say to 
all who take an interest in India, whose 
numbers I believe are steadily increasing 
in this House, let us ever keep this 
experience before us, and remember that 
it is incumbent upon us to see that our 
administration in India is based upon 
progress, reforms, and improvement, and 
that it is necessary for us to be fully 
cognisant of the traditions, instincts and 
usages of those for whom these reforms 
and these improvements are intended. I 
beg to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” —(Secretary Lord George Hamilton.) 


*(4.0.) Sm HENRY FOWLER 
(Wolverhampton, E.): I would like to 
take this opportunity of saying a few 
words on the general statement which 
the noble Lord has made, and _ in 
reference to some of the points which 
are not referred to in the Amendment 
on the Paper, upon which the noble 
Lord has expressed some opinion. Before 
I touch on the perhaps dry, and maybe 
controversial matters, I should like to 
associate myself with the noble Lord 
in the concluding portion of his address. 
I think we all congratulate him that he 
has extricated the India Office from 
what might have been unpopularity in 
connection with the details of the hos- 
pitality which this country rendered to 
the Indian guests at the Coronation. I 
would also take this opportunity of con- 
gratulating the noble Lord, if he will 
allow me to do so, on the admirable. 
manner in which he discharged his own | 
specific office during that season. In all | 
the functions, great and small, he ad- | 
mirably represented this country, 
and he dealt with the great Indian 
potentates and princes who came over 
on that occasion in a manner which | 


Lord George Hamilten 


{COMMONS} 
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would increase the confidence they had 
in the home administration, and which 
in no way derogated from the hospitality 
or dignity of Great Britain. 

The noble Lord’s Budget speech has 
been, if he will allow me to say go, 
rather vague. He has skated very 
gently over some of the thin ice of the 
statement, and in generalities rather 
than in details he has very pleasantly 
taken the House away from the con- 
sideration of what are the most—I will 
not say serious, but, at all events, the 
questions which upon this Budget, as 
upon every Budget, we have chiefly to 
consider, viz., the finance of the year 
just closed and the finance of the year on 
which we are embarking. So far as the 
figures are concerned, that embarking 
took place some six months ago, and we 
know pretty well the accuracy of the 
prophecies made in the month of March. 
The House should, I think, appreciate 
what is reallythe smallness, comparatively 
speaking, of the real Indian Budget. 
We are accustomed to such very large 
figures in connection with these budgets 
that we get incorrect ideas both of 
Indian taxation, as it is called, and of 
Indian expenditure. On the second page 
of the noble Lord’s Memorandum, the 
House will find that the figures are there 
stated in sterling money, with their net 
result — showing what we really raise 
by taxation and expend upon India. 
I find that the revenue of last year 
was £44,000,000, and the expendi- 
ture £39,000,000, leaving the large 
surplus to which the noble Lord 
has referred, and that the Budget with 
which the House is now asked to deal 
estimates for an income of £42,500,000, 
and an expenditure of £41,500,000, 
leaving a surplus of barely £1.000,000 
sterling. 1 do not know whether the 
noble Lord alluded to the mode in which 
the surplus of the year 1901-02 has been 
dealt with. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON made an 
observation which was inaudible in the 
Press gallery. 


*Sirm HENRY FOWLER: If know it 
has gone into that Department, but I 
think we should notice in passing a very 
large sum allowed—and [| think very 
wisely allowed—for the remission of 
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Iam going to say a word or two upon a 
tax which I consider to be the most 
oppressive tax levied in India—viz., the 
salt tax. I must tell the House 
the history of this tax. The salt tax 
was levied on a variety of scales, in a 
variety of manners, and under a variety 
of circumstances until the year 1882. In 
that year the tax was consolidated, 
the principle of its assessment made 
universal, and its rate fixed at two 
rupees per maund. (A maund is about 
82 Ibs. and two rupees is 2s. 8d.) 
In 1888 things had not been looking 
bright financially in India ; there was not 
an equilibrum, and it was necessary to 
increase taxation. The Finance Minister 
of that day—I think it was Sir James 
Westland—increased the salt tax by half 
a rupee, viz., 8d. I must trouble the House 
with two or three quotations as to what 
the Finance Minister said in India, what 
the Secretary of State said in England, 
and what has been said again and again in 
this House upon that increase. 
Westland, speaking on behalf of. the 
Government, said— 

“‘Itis with the greatest reluctance that the 


Government finds itself,obliged to have recourse 
to the salt tax ”— 


that is, to make up the deficit. 


they proposed to deal with it was to in- 


crease the tax to two and a half rupees. | 


Lord Cross, Secretary of State for India, 
in his despatch dated April 12th, 1888, 
said— 


‘*T do not propose to comment at length on 
any of the measures adopted by your Govern- 
ment except the general increase in the duty on 
salt. While I do not dispute the conclusion 
of your Government that such an increase was, 
under existing circumstances, unavoidable. 


“T am strongly of opinion that it should be 
looked upon as temporary, and that no effort 
should be spared to reduce the general 
dnty as speedily as possible to the former 
rate.” 


Then the noble Lord goes on— 


“T will not dweil on the great regret with 
which I should at avy time regard the imposi- 
tion of additional burdens on the poorest 


classes of the population through the taxation | 


of a necessary of life, but apart from all general 


consideration of what is, in such respects, right | 
and equitable, there are, as your Excellency is | 


well aware, in the case of the salt duty in 
India, weighty reasons for keeping it at as 
low a rate as possible. 
by the Government in 1877 was to give to the 
people throughout India the means of obtain- 
ing an unlimited supply of salt ata very chea 

rate, it being held that the interests of the 


Sir Henry Fouler 


{COMMONS} 


Sir James | ' 


I have | 
told the House that the mode in which | 


The policy enunciated | 
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| people and of the public revenue were identi- 
eal and that the proper system was to levy a 
| low duty on an unrestricted consumption.” ~ 


| Lord Cross spoke in England again on 
that question, and on February 28th, 
1889, said— 

“* He was convinced that the earliest occasion 
should be taken to abrogate the increase on the 
salt tax.” 

In March of the same year Sir David 
| Barbour, speaking in the Viceregal 
Council with special reference to a pro- 
| posal for the abolition of the income tax, 
| said— 

| **T think it would be an injustice so gross 
| as to amount to a scandal if the Government 
| were to take off the income tax while retaining 
| the salt duty at its present figure.” 


| On this point the right hon. Gentleman 


| the Member for someey University, 
| then Under Secretary for India, said on 
|the 14th of August, 1890, speaking in 
the House of Commons on the Indian 


| Budget— 





| - “The tax (on salt) was no doubt a tax which 
| ought to be removed, and would be removed es 
soon as it should be financially possible to 
| do so.” 
I needjhardly say that during the time 
'I had the honour of holding the office 
which the noble Lord now holds, we 
were becoming more and more hampered 
owing to the Exchange difficulty, and 
when the noble Lord took office, 1 know 
that difficulty had increased. In Sep- 
tember, 1895, the noble Lord said— 

**T have looked through the proceeds of the 
various taxes which have been imposed, and 
Iam bound to say that there is only one tax 
which does seem to press more heavily upon 
the Indian people, that is, the Salt Tax, which 
was raised in 1888. I shall watch the Salt 
Tax, which certainly seems to have reached 
the maximum limit, with a view, if possible, of 
taking an early opportunity of reducing it.” 
And if I may be egotistical enough to 
quote myself, I said in 1895— 

**I venture to predict that whoever is 
responsible for the finances of India, whenever 
the time comes when he may be in the happy 
position of possessing such a surplus as may 
enable him to propose a reduction in the 
burden of the people of India, the very first 
burden he will have to consider, with a view 
to its reduction, will be the Salt Tax, which is 
such a heavy burden on the people of India.” 
Under these circumstances I venture 
to say that this tax stands on a different 
footing from the ordinary taxes which 
may be raised or lowered, so to speak, 
according to the ideas prevalent in 
| Caleutta at the time. Therefore this 
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reduction has. so to speak, become an 
Imperial question and an Imperial obliga- 
tion, in consequence of the pledges given 
to the people of India by the dif- 
ferent representatives of the British 
Government, that as soon as possible 
this tax should be dealt with. It is a 
tax upon the prime necessary of life, 
the consumption of which has not 
veen increased, although the popula- 
tion of India has increased largely. This 
tax produced ten years ago £5,500,000. 
The next year it produced £5,250,000, 
then £5,500,000, £5,600,000, £5,300,000, 
$5,400,000, £5,800,000, and now it is 
back again to £5,500,000; and the 
Budget of 1891-92 puts it at £5,393,000. 
That indicates that the consumption 
is not increasing, although the popula- 
tion is increasing. I do not’ wish to 
labour that point, but I do _ put 
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| 1901 it;had increased to 195,000,000. In 
the same period the goods traftie has 
|imereased from 36,000,000 tons to 
44,000,000. There was a very import- 
ant, speech delivered in the course of 
the debate in the Indian Council which 
propounded views which had been men- 
tioned in this House and upon which I 
feel somewhat strongly, namely, as to the 
| facilities given by the Government of 
India with reference to the construction 
of railways. I am going to quote from 
the speech of one of the wealthiest and 
most influential landlords in India, the 
| Maharaja of Darbhanga. He is evidently 
| a statesman of a very high order, and has a 
thorough grasp of the Indian situation. 
The difficulty to which he calls attention 
is the want of adequate means of internal 
communication by means of feeder lines. 
I had that trouble myself in 1895, and 1- 
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it to the ncble Lord that this is a| fancy that the noble Lord has that trouble 


question which he ought to decide 
himself, which he is pledged and which 
his predecessors are pledged. The noble 
Lord has a surplus which is already 
known to be £1,750,000, and no further 
delay ought to take place in making a 
large reduction of this tax. If the noble 
Lord would take off the amount put on 
in 1888 it would take about £1,100,000 
of that surplus, and the House can 
calculate what «a larger reduction 
suggested would do. What I am plead- 


ing for is that the increase put on in, 


1888 should be taken off now. The 
Finance Minister of India has stated 
very much the same as that which has 
been said by the noble Lord—that you 
ought not to take off a tax of this sort 
unless you can deal with a very consider- 
able amount of reduction. I am 
favour of making a much larger reduc- 
tion because I think it is a tax which is 
most oppressive, and the amount it brings 
in altogether has practically reached its 
maximum and now is about £5,500,000. 

There is another point to which I desire 
to draw the noble Lord’s attention. He 
has spoken of the great progress made in 
our railway system, and he said that we 


{ 


in | 


still. Feeder lines are not popular with the 
administration in India. This Maharaja 
spoke with knowledge, and I can endorse 
what he says. He says that if progress 
is desired in the construction of railway: 
in India private enterprise should be 
encouraged, and he elaborates that argu- 
ment with very great ability. He asks 
why cannot the principle of private 
enterprise be adopted in India, where he 
says the Rothschilds, the Barings, and 
the Morgans will not turn their attention 
to promote railway schemes like they do 
in other countries. He asks, with some 
show of justice, why should English 
capital be lavished so freely in other 
countries and not in India? I ask the 
noble Lord whether these difficulties 
which stop the progress of these railways 
are not due to the fact that they have to 
submit to red tape delays and difficulties. 
The noble Lord has alluded to the large 
sum which has been invested as part of 
the gold reserve. This was the settled 


principle of the Currency Committee 


i 
} 


have now turned the corner so far as| 


railway finance is concerned. I noticed 


that the mileage of railways now opened | 
is 25,529, and that there were from 2,000 

to 3,000 mi'‘es of railway under construc- | 
Lord has carried out those recommenda- 


tion. The number of passengers carried 
in 1898 was 152,000,000, while in 


which sat two or three years ago, for it 
decided that the profit upon rupees 
should not go into revenues of the 
Government of India. I may say that my 
colleagues and myself attached supreme 
importance to the principle that that 
money should never go into the revenues 
of India at all, but should form a separate 
gold reserve fund. I think the noble 


| tions when we are told that £3,600,000 








499 East India 


did not allude to, and that is the gross 


cosi: of the famine so far as he is able to | 
ascertain—I mean the famine of the last | 


three or four years. My own impression 


We have had in years gone by long 
discussions as to the famine in- 
surance fund, but 


plained over and over again that 
there is no such thing as a famine 


insurance fund in the shape of a fund 


separately invested for the purpose. | 
Now twenty-five years have elapsed since | 


the system of that fund was put in opera- 
tion, and during that period, with regard 
tothe £1,000,000—that was the sum fixed 
as representing the famine insurance fund 
—we have been told again and again in 
this House that it was non-existent, and 
was never applied to famine purposes 
at all. I find that during the twenty- 
five years, for famine relief £12,750,000 
has been spent, on _ protective 
works £9,250,000, on reduction of 
debt £9,500,000, and that the balance, 
at the,end of the twenty-five years in 
favour of the fund is now £1,250,000. 
Having lived out its twenty-five years, | 
think the vindication of the policy of 
the fund is complete. 


I congratulate the noble Lord and the 
Viceroy, and 1 congratulate the people 
of India on what is, after all, a 
prosperous Budget—a Budget which in- 
dcates by the increase of receipts, to 
which the noble Lord has alluded, an in- 
crease in the purchasing power of the 
people of India. These large imports 
have not been destroyed, they have not 
been burnt, they have not been re-ex- 
ported. They have been consumed in 
India. Therefore, where there is a large 
increase of consumption, there must be 
increased power of purchasing following 
as a matter of course. These figures and 
all the various points of taxation to which 
the noble Lord has referred may be taken 
as a sound index from which thefinancier 
can draw conclusionsastothe prosperity of 
thenation. So far as economic conditions 
are concerned the elements of prosperity 
areall present in the state of Indianfinance 
at this time. I do not deny that poverty 
prevails among the Indian people. That 


is one of the reasons why I have 


Sir Henry Frwler. 
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is now invested in Consols. There is | 
another question which the noble Lord | 


it has been ex-| 


Revenue Accounts. 500 
spoken with reference to the salt duty. 
With all that, the country is not, | 
venture to think, on the down grade, 
but that it is improving financially and 
economically. I wish to refer to but 


/one figure more, which the noble Lord 
is that the famine has cost something | 
between £14,000,000 and £16,000,000. | 


did not give, but which I think the 
House ought to have before it, with 
reference to the burden of taxation in 
India. The burden of taxation in India 
for 1902-3 was 1s. 93d. per head without 
the increase of the land revenue—which 
is rent and not taxation. If the land 
revenue were added it would only bring 
it up to 3s. 3d. per head. These are cir. 
cumstances of which, if we do not boast, 
wecansaythat wearedischarging our duty 
every year better than the year before. 
There is no reason why we should slacken 
in our efforts. The noble ord rather dis- 
sented to applying the principles popular 
here to India. 1 think that the principle 
of the reduction of the expenditure and 
the reduction of taxation are principles 
sound in every country in the world 
where they can be properly carried out. 
There is a danger in dealing with these 
large surpluses. It would be a danger 
to the English Exchequer. I do not 
think it is a good thing for the Ex. 
chequer of this country to have large 
surpluses. There was that state of things 
prevailing in this country thirty years 
ago, arising to a great extent from 
under-estimated revenue, and then 
there were the sensational results 
following when these surpluses were 
announced. I wish to say nothing con- 
troversial, but there was a period in 
this country prior to the breaking out 
of the recent war when it was not to the 
advantage of this country that we had 
these large surpluses, for I think the fact 
did induce excessive expenditure, which 
would not have been embarked upon if 
these surpluses had not _ existed. 
Chancellors of the Exchequer would not 
have faced the expenditure if they had 
had to put on taxation. We ought not 
to subject the people to additional burdens 
of taxation because we think we can 
spend the money better. I do hope 


‘that the noble Lord will take what I 


have said into his most serious con- 
sideration, and that he will lay down as 
a principle that pledges have been given 
to the people of India that taxation on 
salt should be reduced whenever the state 
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of the funds will admit. Nobody can con- 
travene the fact that there have been sur 
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pluses of millions during the past three | 


years. Last year there was a surplus of 
nearly five millions, and this year, 
after making ampie allowance for 


increased expenditure, thereisan estimated 
surplus of something like two millions. I 
think under the circumstances it would be 
safe financial policy to budget next year 
upon the ascertained figures, not only of 
the past but of the reasonable prospects 
of the future, and to insist that 
the people of India should have 
what I am sure the people of England 
would have under similar circumstances 
—a reduction of their taxation. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I rise for the purpose of 
moving the Resolution that stands on 
the Paper in my name. I think the 
fact is to be regretted that we are 
discussing the Indian Budget at such 
alate date in the session. | am aware 
of the present difficulties of the position, 
and [ realise the pressure of public 
business, but I hope that at no distant 
date there will be no such pressure, and 
that the affairs of India will not have 
to be thrust aside. It is a melancholy 
reflection, at all events at the present 
time, that India takes a greater interest 
in Parliament than Parliament takes in 
India. I do not believe that that is a 
permanent phase in the history of the 
attitude of Parliament to India. I wish 
also to associate myself in one sentence 
with the satisfaction expressed by the 
noble Lord opposite with reference to 
some of the signs of improvement which 
are now to be seen in the general situa- 
tion of India. I am not a worshipper at 
the shrine of pessimism, and I for one 
do not believe that the Government of 
India will be unequal to the task of 
dealing with the serious problems which 
are in front of them. I think that 
improvement in future must lie along 
two channels—in the first place, the 
lightening of the burden of taxation 
upon the masses of the people, and, in 
the second place, the steady develop- 
ment of the resources of the country. 

I now come to deal with the Motion 
which stands on the Paper. If I were to 
enter into the many recommendations of 
the Indian Expenditure Commission, it 


would obviously open a very wide field, 


‘the India Office. 
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but I will today confine myself strictly 
to one recommendation. Let me say 
first of all that I think it will be 
admitted on both sides of the House 
that the inquiry instituted by that 
Royal Commission was a very important 
one. We have already had some indica- 
tion from the noble Lord opposite in 
the course of his speech, that the reeom- 
mendations made by that Commission 
have borne important fruit. That 
inquiry not only emphasised the import- 
ance of giving reasonable arrangements 
as regards the financial relations between 
India and this country, but 1 think it 
did more. It emphasised the fact that 
there was conflict of opinion upon many 
points between the Treasury at home and 
the Government of India in India. The 
final decision of that Commission upon 
the point to which I draw attention 
particularly in my Resolution, was that 
a certain lump sum of £257,500 per 
annum should be transferred from the 
Indian Exchequer to the British Ex- 
chequer. I, do not wish to make any 
comment on that point, but I would point 
out that no provision is made in that 
arrangement with regard to arrears, 
and I cannot regard as altogether 
satisfactory the reply of the noble Lord 
on that point to the question which was 
asked him last year. But I admit and 
recognise that for the present, at all 
events, the recommendation of that. 
Commission settles the question. 
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The main point in my Motion is that the 
cost of the India Office in this country 
ought to be borne by the United Kingdom. 
That was the unanimous recommenda- 
tion of the Commission. In dealing 
with this recommendation, or any other 
recommendation of the Commission, 
I, of course, refer to the recommendations 
made not bya section of the Commission, 
but by the Commission as a whole. 
There are one or two points I should 
like to mention in reference to the 
history of this recommendation. First 


| of all, there is the fact that the recom- 


mendation was made. In paragraph 
364 of the final Report of the Commission 
a specific grant of £50,000 is definitely 
recommended in aid of the charge for 
Consequently it is 
interesting for the House to know the 
grounds upon which the Commission 
made the recommendation. They draw 
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attention to the colonial analogy, and 
indicate as their view that nodistinction 
should be drawn—or rather that the 
same principle ought to be regarded as 
bearing both on the case of the Colonial 
Office and that of the India Office. But they 


went on to explain that ‘‘ we havenever | 


asked for the expenses: of the Colonial 
Office here, and the Colonies throw so little 
work on the Colonial Office that their 
share would be infinitesimal.” In the 
light of the events of the last three years 
there is certainly a grim irony in such a 
suggestion as that, and I do not suppose 
that the Colonial Secretary would accept 
it for a moment. I next come to the 
treatment accorded to this special recom- 
mendation by the India Office itself. The 
noble Lord in the course of his clear state- 
ment this afternoon informed the House 
that a lump sum was recommended for this 
purpose by the Commission. According to 
the recommendation of the Commission, a 
sum of £293,000 per annum was to be allo- 
catedasfollows : India Office, £50,000 ; half 
of the military charges at Aden, £108,000 ; 
Persian mission £5,000; and half of the 
cost of transport £130,000. Another 
grant was finally decided upon. Some of 
the items were altered, but not to a very 
reatextent. But there is one fact which 
think is of great importance with 
reference to my Motion today. The 
item with regard to the charge for the 
India Office was omitted from the list 
altogether. I do not in any way wish to 
make it a point of attack that the sum 
finally agreed upon to be transferred 
from the one Exchequer to the 
other was less on paper than the Com- 
mission recommended, because the 
noble Lord has already explained that the 
difference of the two amounts is not 
because of any diminution in the amount 
the Government propose, but because of 
an arithmetical mistake in the calculation. 
As a matter of fact, I believe the Home 
Government decided to give £50,000 
more than the sum originally recom- 
mended by the Royal Commission. The 
reason given by the Government for the 
changes made in the various items in the 
list was that it would put an end to 
certain payments now made in India, and 


{COMMONS} 


that it would simplify accounts between | 


I do not doubt 
follow the 


the two Governments. 
that these results would 
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for omitting out of the list this 
specially recommended item of £50,000 
in aid of the charges of the India Office. 

Is it not the case that upon these facts 
the Government have found themselves 
in a kind of dilemma? If the recom. 
mendation of the Royal Commission 
was founded upon good grounds, why 
not carry it out? If, on the other 
hand, it was based on_ insufficient 
grounds, why do not the Government 
deduct this sum of £50,000 from the 
total sum finally agreed to be given to 
India? I want to point out that the 
Royal Commission was so clear on the 
point, that they went into particulars as 
to how it was to be paid. I would quote 
one sentence from the Report of the 
Royal Commission : 

‘* This contribution may be made the subject 

either of a charge on the Consolidated Fund, or 
an annual vote in aid of the Home charges of 
the establishment of the Secretary of State for 
India. The choice of these two methods will 
be a question of policy.” 
I venture to express an opinion upon the 
facts. The Royal Commission, in making 
that recommendation, meant that this 
sum of £50,000 should be definitely 
paid by Parliament. They were naturally 
debarred from expressing an opinion as 
to the precise method by which it 
would be paid; but that it should be 
paid there was no doubt in their minds; 
and the object of my Motion today is 
that the spirit of that recommendation 
has not been carried out, and that itis 
time to suggest that it should be given 
effect to. 

Before I conclude I wish to put 
before the House one or two of the 
main grounds on which I advocate the 
adoption of the Motion which stands in 
my name. Let me say, first of all, that 
I sweep away altogether, as irrelevant, 
personal considerations. This Motion is 
not aimed at any particular Govern 
ment or any particular person in India. 
I have no doubt that the noble 
Lord opposite, who has never shown a 
disposition to shirk legitimate criticism, 
would not, on personal grounds, have 
the slightest objection to its adoption. 
What would be the gain which would 
result from the adoption of the sugges- 


'tion I make in my Motion? First of 


change made in the character of those | 


items, .but I venture 
that by itself is not a sufficient excuse 


Mr. Herbert Roberts. 


to submit that | 


all, we should have a further opportunity 
in every session of discussing Indian 
affairs. The fact that we have only one 
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day in the year, is recognised as a 
grious evil, amounting almost to a 
constitutional scandal, when we con- 
sider the immense issues at stake, and 
the responsibility of Parliament in 
regard to these questions relating to 
India. 
Lord opposite, on more than one occasion, 
state that, judging from outward signs. 
the interest of Parliament is on the 
wane in regard to Indian affairs. But 
what isthe reason ofthat ? The reason is 
that practically there is noopportunity for 
discussing Indian questions in this House. 
[do not blame particular Governments. 
The root of the difficulty is, of course, 
the congestion of public business, and 
until we remedy that, it is impossible to 
hope that we will find adequate time to 
deal with this problem. If it is said that 
the adoption of my Motion would only 
give one day more than we now enjoy 
for discussing Indian matters, I say that 
that would be exactly double the oppor- 


tunity which we now enjoy for this 
purpose. There is another gain that 
would follow the adoption of my 


Motion : we should have an earlier day in 
the session for discussing Indian matters, 
and | think that would be a gain of 
considerable practical importance. 

I would like to refer very briefly to 
the constitutional aspect of this question. 
How do we stand? First of all we have 
the fact that the Royal Commission 
unanimously reported in favour of the 
course suggested to be followed in my 
Motion. We have further the fact that 
the Government adopts the recommenda- 
tion by including the sum in the amount 
of the Vote or grant which is now made 
year by year in aid of the Indian expendi- 
ture. 1 submit that it follows that, if 
the obligation is admitted in any form, 
this sum should be placed on the Estimates. 
But supposing that the noble Lord opposite 
takes the view that the recommendation 
of the Royal Commission cannot be 
regarded as finally settling the matter, 
I am prepared to argue the point on the 
general ground that, under present cir- 
cumstances, the responsibility of the 
Seeretary of State for India to Parliament 
should be directly acknowledged. The 
Secretary of State for India is the 
Minister through whom the authority 
of the Crown is exercised over India in 
England. But as Secretary of State for 
India he is capable of performing the 
functions of any other Secretary of State. 
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He sits as a Cabinet Minister, and is 
precisely on the same footing as any 
other Minister of the Crown. I ask 
what practicable distinction can be drawn 
between the position of the noble Lord 


and that of the Colonial Secretary? It 


I think I have heard the noble | 


may be said in reply to this argument 
that in 1858, as has already been referred 
to by the noble Lord, we took over the 
powers, liabilities and duties of the East 
India Company, and that one of the condi- 
tions of that bargain was that all the 
expenses of administration, not only in 
India but in England, should be borne by 
India. Butthat does not conclusively apply 
to the present time. If the circumstances of 
India forty or fifty years ago rendered it 
necessary to make that bargain, it does 
not follow that these conditions should 
remain binding for ever. Hon. Members 
who have read the debates in Hansar/ 
which took place in 1858, must have been 
struck with the anxiety of Lord Stanley 
and of the House generally to make it 
clear that the responsibility of the 
Secretary for India for the Governnent 
of India should be directly acknowledged 
in Parliament. Another argument may 
be advanced against the line I am now 
taking. It may be said that the circum- 
stances of India are different from those 
of other quarters of the Empire, that 
the conditions of our rule in India are 
exceptional, that the place of sentiment 
in the sphere of administration in India 
occupies a larger plane than elsewhere 
Let me admit all these different sur- 
roundings of the Indian position, but I 
ask what difference could the adoption 
of my Motion make in the present 
situation? Every year, as the House 
well knows, the action of the Secretary 
of State for India is debated on the 
Indian Budget, and from a_ fractical 
standpoint the only difference made by 
adoption of my Motion would be that 
there would be two opportunities for 
this instead of one. 


My last reason in favour of the 
Motion which I make is the ground 
of policy. I admit that the con- 
ditions of India are different from those 
of other portions of the Empire; but I 
lay the greatest importance upon 
not drawing the slightest distinction 
between the responsibility of Parlia- 
ment to India in regard to Indian 
affairs and the responsibility of Parlia- 
ment in regard to the administration 
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of any other portion of His Majesty’s | 
dominions, If we were to argue on 
this point at any length it might very 
well be submitted that the tact that 
India is the only country under the 
British flag where our rule is debarred 
from criticism, is a reason why 
Parliament should be particularly 
jealous that no shadow of distinction 
should be drawn between the responsi- 
bility of the noble Lord the Secretary 
of State for India, and the responsibility 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary in respect to Colonial Affairs. 
There is another element which is of 
interest. India itself fills a very different 
place in the Empire from what it did 
forty or forty-five years ago. When 
we took over the government of India 
in 1858 we were mainly concerned 
with internal administration, but to day 


the case is wholly different. India 
touches the Empire at a hundred 
points. There are few questions in our 


foreign affairs which arise to-day which 
have not either a direct or an indirect 
bearing on India; and that is a con- 
sideration which is of weight in the 
relation to my Motion. 

I conclude with thisfinal remark. [have 
spoken of the past in regard to India; I 
have spoken of the present on Indian 
matters. But what of the future? What 
is the inevitable trend of events 
to day in regard to foreign affairs? 
Does not everything point to the fact 
that the great Empire of the future will 
be the nation dominating the East? I 
regard India as the greatest factor on 
our side in this development, and 
the object of every debate on India 
should be to impress the people of this 
country with the immense importance 
of India to the Empire. The essential 
condition of obtaining that end is to 
arouse to action the conscience of Parlia- 
ment in regard to its responsibility in 
every branch of Indian administration. 
I do not look on this Motion as a panacea 
for every unsatisfactory characteristic of 
our rule in India, but I do look upon it 
as astep in the right direction, because 
I believe it will contribute towards bring- 
ing about a new interest in this matter, 
I beg to move the Amendment standing 
in my name. 

*(5.3.) SrR CHARLES DILKE (Glou- 

. cestershire, Forest of Dean): If there is | 

Mr. Herbert Roberts. 
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anything too optimistic in the remarks of 
the Secretary of State for India, the answer 
is to be found in the words of one who 
was long employed in the India Office 
under the right hon. Gentleman and 
his predecessors, who said, “ We do not 
sufficiently distinguish between the 
prosperity of India and the felicity of its 
inhabitants.” We are too much inclined 
to lock at the material prosperity of 
India as a whole. rather than at the 
poverty which is to be found in many parts 
ofthat country. I think, in confirmation 
of that view, the Secretary of State went 
out of his way to admit that, owing to 
the mistakes in our system of the settle- 
ment of land values, the people of India 
had been thrown increasingly into the 
hands of the money lenders. As the right 
hon. Member for East Wolverhampton, 
in his powerful denunciation of the salt 
tax, showed the House, in years of what 
are called prosperity by the Secretary of 
State, we have been unable as yet to 
diminish, still more to abolish, a tax which 
has all along been, admittedly by this 
House, probably one of the worst ever 
levied in the civilised world; a tax dis- 
tinctly admitted by the Government of 
India for the last thirty years to be one 
which subtracted from the health of 
India in the most marked way. The 
slackness of the consumption of salt 
through the heaviness of the tax tends 
directly to the ill health of the people in 
a way not known to the people of other 
countries. The right hon. Member for 
East Wolverhampton spoke of the salt tax 
as having been reduced. It was reduced at 
the time of which he spoke, but I remem- 
ber the views entertainedat the time of that 
reduction by my friend Professor Fawcett 
Iremember it was pointed out and de- 
monstrated most conclusively that however 
greatly it was reduced in one province it 
was increased at the same moment in every 
other part of that Empire ; and that tax, 
which was again increased in 1888, has 
not yet been repealed or even diminished 
to its former level. In view of these facts, 
the quotation I gave just now is the true 
explanation. Both Russia and India are 
examples at the present time of countries 
rapidly increasing in the scale of nations, 
but where, nevertheless, the increase of 
the prosperity of the country is consistent 
with a low and diminishing standard of 
happiness of a large part of the population. 
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Now, the Secretary of State for India is | more than dreams. I believe that what 
in fact directly responsible to the House for | exists now will continue to exist, and 
the condition of India. The Secretary of | that we shall be responsible to the 
State is the real autocrat of India—the | United Kingdom for the chief control 
Secretary of State who is controlled, and | of India. Parliamentary representation 
inthe last resort dismissed, by this House. | for India is, to my mind, impossible ; 
The right hon. Gentleman speaks of the | because it is impossible without unfair 

rt that is played in India by the name | ness to grant her Parliamentary repre- 
ae person of the King. The Emperor | sentation. India, moreover, is not a 
plays a greater part and looms larger | single dependency ; not a country pro- 
in as = A — — 4 se Aap aaa a pg gg ga 
in their daily life, than does the King as a nation. It is an Empire within an 
in the United Kingdom or the King} Empire; a country of diverse races 
Emperor in the Colonies. But | which are only brought together by our 
the King is advised by the Secretary | rule, and which must be ruled from hence 
of State, and it is the Secretary of State | and by us. The Government’s responsi 
who is the real responsible ruler of | bility is, I think, higher towards India 
India. India is a statutory Empire | than towards the Colonies, and far more 
with legislative restrictions—restrictions | direct. India is far more directly under 
which are imposed by an Act of this | our control than the Colonies. Take the 
Parliament, a Parliament in which India question of tariffs alone. Not only are 
js not represented and never will be. | allithe self-governing Colonies absolutely 
Those legislative restrictions are such that | ag ag ; : +a ays to tariffs, 
we can repeal them any day, and we, | but the so-called Crown Colonies are 
therefore, through our influence over the | almost independent, and nearly all have a 
Secretary of State, are the persons | representative system under which they 
directly responsible for the condition of | fix their own tariffs. The Colonies 
India today. I cannot but think, looking | are not affected by what we do 
at the present position of the Empire, here. Indiais. And looking at the over- 
that this responsibility to India ought to | whelming sacrifices which she makes for 
be the first responsibility in our mind. | the Empire, and the direct manner in 
India makes greater sacrifices for the | which she is governed by our proceedings 
Empire than any oiher part of it except | and our acts, the Cabinet responsibility 
the United Kingdom. India has so! towards her is far greater than that to- 
enormous a population that when you | wards any other part of the Empire which 
talk of the population of the British | we rule. I pointed out, when first the 
Empire it is the population of India you | Government came into office, that the first 
speak of—the rest hardly counts. Look- thing they did was to reduce the contri- 
ing at the position of India, it seems to | bution towards the defence of the Empire 
me that the heaviest of all the responsi- | by the Straits Settlement, and the fact 
bilities that press upon this House and | brought back to our minds was that these 
the Government is the responsibility we | contributions were a mere trifle compared 

. . - | . . - ° 
have towards India. We ought constantly | with those which we asked from the Indian 
to hold that responsibility in mind, | Empire. India, too, is quite different 
because there is no constituency behind | from the Colonies. If discussions were to 
us to make us bear it in mind. We | take place, as they did take place, with 
owe it to ourselves and our consciences | regard to ourselves and India and the 
alone, and we should keep this responsi- | Colonies, I venture to think we are more 
bility in view, and if we fail in that trust | able to understand India than the Colonies. 
there is no one to remind us of it. | That is not the view in the Colonies, but 
There are some who salve their con- | in India we have to deal with a civilisation 
sciences with the belief that some day | very much more ancient than our own, 
it will be otherwise, and that some | and, that being so, we having a middle 
machinery will be set up, under which | civilisation, are more able to understand 
India will be able to influence the | India than the newer civilisation of the 
opinion, not of this House, but of some | Colonies. Now, we had a Conference with 

. . . | . . . . 
Imperial Council which will take the | the Colonies, in which was discussed a 
place of this House. Sir, I believe those | system of representation and a system of 
are dreams, and will never be anything | tariffs for the whole Empire. In that 





| 











511 East India 


Conference India seems to have been en- 
tirely forgotten. Not a word was said 
about India. Once only is the name of 
India mentioned in the Blue-book. A 
table was given to the Conference to be 


published in the Blue-book, “ Appendix | 
1, British Empire Military and Naval 


Expenditure,” containing a list of the 
various component parts of the Empire, 
and India is omitted from that list. It 
seems hardly credible that it should be so, 
but there is the fact. When we turn to 
our table prepared by the Admiralty— 
and I congratulate my hon. friend at 


the Admiralty—India does figure in it. | 


The naval expenditure of India is one- 
fiftieth of the military expenditure, and 
yet that one-fiftieth is infinitely larger 
than the sum our Colonies are expected 
to give in the future. The largest of all 
the questions considered by the Conference 
was the future Parliament, the future 
governing body of the Empire ; but in that 
future governing body there seems to be 
no place for India. We are toid what is 
the opinion of the Government and of 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
which is that the Colonies are to have 
representation when they wish it ; if not 
in this Parliament, they are to have re- 
presentation in an Imperial Council which 
is to supersede Parliament as regards the 
affairs of the Empire. Yet in the whole 
of the discussion of that contingency 
India is not named. I blame the 
Government for entering upon the 
consideration of this gigantic problem 
without bearing in mind the position 
of India in the Empire. I second 
the Resolution of my hon. friend, 
because it brings home these facts to 
us, and because I think it is only by a 
Vote in this House for the Secretary of 
State that this responsibility could be 
brought home. 

Now, besides the proof I have attempted 
to give by the quotations of these 
references from the proceedings in the 
Blue-book of the Colonial Conference, 
I would refer for a moment to 
military aspect of the question. The 
Cabinet came to a decision on the 27th 
or 28th of February last with regard to 
the pay of the British Army ; it was com- 
municated to the Viceroy of India on one 
of those dates, and on the 4th of Mareh 
it was communicated to this House as a 
settled thing. Yet we now know from the 
Viceroy’s own words that at the first 
moment that he heard of it he protested 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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| against it as affecting India. I take it 
| that he protested against it in Council 
| because a Council was called immediately, 
‘and the Viceroy’s words are, “ We pro. 
tested.” Yet those protests were never 
presented to the House. I believe jn 
discussing the Indian Budget in the old 
days, we should have insisted on havin 
those protests laid before us. With 
regard to the rate of pay and the terms 
of service, those two matters have always 
been, and I believe are indissolubly, con 
nected. When in years past we have 
made proposals here which would haye 
an effect both on the rate of pay and 
the terms of service, we have always 
been met by the statement that the 
changes proposed by us would make some 
small increase in the burdens of India. 
We have always contended that they 
would be reduced, but the highest cost 
that could have been forced on India in 
that way is far less than the initial cost 
to be paid by India under the present 
scheme. It is difticult to discuss this 
matter without the Papers, for the 
absence of which the’ right hon. Gentle- 
man has apologised, but upon it I 
support the argument of my hon. friend. 
Every Member of this House will 
be willing to admit that there is some 
ground for modifications and improve- 
ments in the present system, and every 
Member will admit that we owe a duty 
to India, and that that duty can be best 
performed here. Now, inthis change we 
propose to make there may be a danger 
arising from the Parliamentary inter- 
ference in Indian affairs; but evena 
certain risk of the danger of undue 
Parliamentary interference, which, if it 
appears, will be checked by the good 
Sense of those concerned in the Govern- 
ment of India, such interference, if it 
occurred, would be better than mere dull 
apathy and neglect. I believe the 
hands of the Secretary of State, 
and those who have a_ keen sense of 
responsibility with regard to India, 
| would be strengthened and not weakened 
| when they felt they had the support of 
| the people of this country at their back. 
| If there is a danger such as I speak of, 
| there is a means of checking that danger 
by the India Office using and organising 
more than they now do Indian native 
opinion on all subjects. Native opinion 
is generally opposed to the view forced 
upon the Secretary of State ; and I believe 


| 
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the India Office might do more than it 
does in organising native opinion in the 
local municipalities, not only of towns but 
of the rural local governments, and also 
the opinions of chiefs and princes. Iam 
not entering into any comments on the 
Government of India, but I think, after 
the repeal of the salt tax—if it were 
abolished—the Government should spend 
money on improvements in police. I 
admit that there must be increase of expen- 
diture in the army, and that you must 
increase the number of white officers inthe 
Indian regiments, and also that there must 
be an increase of expenditure on the trans- 
port. What I press for today isa greater 
recognition of our responsibility for the 
affairs of India; a responsibility which I 
believe to be recognised to the full by the 
Secretary of State. When you consider 
the position of Indiain the Empire, even 
in trade—if you exclude Australia, you 
find her trade with us is infinitely greater 
than that of all the other self-governing 
C>lonies, and on a scale which puts India 
immediately after the United States, 
France, and Germany—I maintain that 
we do not give enough time and 
thought to India, and that we have 
not hitherto recognised in anything 
like an adequate degree the respon- 
siinlity this House of Commons and the 
nation owes to India. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘*To leave out from the word ‘That’ to 
the end of the Question, in order to add the 
words, ‘in the opinion of this House, it is desir- 
able that the cost of the Parliamentary repre- 
sentatives of the India Office, with an adequate 
staff, should be paid by the United Kingdom by 
a Voteof Parliament.’” —(VUr. Herhert Roberts.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*(5.30.) Mr. MOON (St. Paneras, 
N.): One cannot but feel sympathy with 
a great deal that has been said by the 
two speakers to whom we have just 
listened, 
Lord representing the Government of 
India has said, and also what the 
Viceroy put before us in his great speech 
on March 26th, in discussing the Indian 
Budget, shows what a large part India 
plays in the affairs of this great British 
Empire ; and it is because I feel that India 
is so much an Imperial concern that I 
would not indeed follow precisely the 
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, hon. Member for Denbigh, or the right 


hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 


'of Dean, but I would suggest that a con- 


siderable sum, perhaps not less than 
the £50,000 recommended by the Royal 
Commission, should be charged on the 
Consolidated Fund annually. I am aware 
that a sum of £50,000 has, as a matter of 
fact, been arranged for the benefit of 
India in a different way. It has gone 
really to defray the expenses of Aden. 
But when we look at Aden, and consider 
the relations of India on the one hand, 
and the United Kingdom on the other, 
with points like China and Persia, it seems 
to me that the idea that India should 
ever have to pay half the expenses of 
Aden while the United Kingdom paid the 
other half, is preposterous. I think that 
we might very fairly make a present to 
India —treating it as a part of the recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commission—of 
that sum of £50,000 in respect of Aden, 
and follow the recommendation of the 
Royal Commission in placing £50,000 to 
the credit of India in respect of the 
establishment of the India Office. Accord- 
ing to the Home charges as detailed in 
my noble friend’s Explanatory Memoran- 
dum, the charges of the India Office 
amount to over £180,000 a year, or three 
times as much as the Colonial Office 
charges. How they reach that large total 
it is difficult to say. I would take this 
opportunity of asking my noble friend to 
explain this apparent omission—that al- 
though Section 53 of the Government of 
India Act of 1858 prescribes that the 
salaries and allowances in connection with 
the establishment of his office, as head of 
the Council of India, should be anually laid 
before this House at the same time as other 
facts and figures in reference to India 
they do not appear to be so iaid. [ 
notice that in the excerpt from the statute 
of 1858, which is printed at the begin- 
ning of the “ Condition and Progress 
of India,” certain lines from the statute 
are omitted. Whether they include any- 
thing else | am not quite sure, but they 
do include the stipulation of the Act of 
1858, which requires that the salaries 
and allowances should be yearly laid 
before Parliament with any changes 
made. In order, if possible, to avoid 
raising a matter of detail, I looked into 
the India Office list to see if the figures 
were given there, but I failed to find 
them. 


S 
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May I say a word on one or two points | 
in relation to the finances of India and | 
as to the causes of prosperity which have | 
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charge should be transferred from the 
Indian Exchequer to the Imperial Ex. 
_chequer, and in that sum they included 


not yet been adverted to? Apart from | £50,000, which they thought might be 


the imports represented by Customs | 


duties, it appears from the statement | 
of the Financial Member of Council | 


that there are large imports. of 
machinery and mill work, approximat- 


ing in value ior the year under review to | 


£476,000, which do not become sub- 


cent. of the production—in Indian-made 
cotton. This is indicated by the Cotton 
Excise Returns. We have these two 
further evidences of the greatly increased 
purchasing and consuming power of the 
native population. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member will not be in order on 
this Amendment in discussing amend- 
ments of the Indian tariff. 


*Mr. MOON: I presume I may follow 
preceding speakers in making a slight 
reference to the salt duty ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I would point out to 
the hon. Member that the right hon. 


Baronet who seconded the Amend- 
ment was speaking to the main 
question. The question put from the 


Chair since then limits the discussion. 


*Mr. MOON: The other remarks I 
desired to offer not being applicable, I 
will merely ask my noble friend to solve 
my difficulty as to the omission of certain 
facts and figures required by the statute 
of the Government of India. 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: As 
you, Sir, have pointed out that any 
further discussion before this Motion 
is disposed of must be strictly limited 
to the words of the Motion, it would 
perhaps be convenient that I should say 
a few words in reply to the speeches 
which have been made, so that the 
House may then speak at length on 
other subjects. The argument ad- 
vanced in support of the proposition 
is two-fold, financial and constitutional. 
The financial argument I think I can 
answer in a very few words. The Royal 
Commission recommended that a certain 


Mr. 


Moon. 





| mission. 
ject to the tariffs, and there is also a) 
large increase—amounting to 34 per | 


might be £50,000. 


'given in support of the India Office. 
His Majesty’s Government transferred 
the full charge suggested from the 
Indian Exchequer to the British Trea- 
sury, but they did not follow into all the 
detailed proposals of the Royal Com- 
Although they gave the exact 
amount, they did not include that 
particular £50,000; they included 
another £50,000. Therefore the 
financial suggestion of the Commis- 
sion was thoroughly complied with. 
If this proposal were carried, it would 
mean putting a charge upon the British 
revenue which is not suggested by the 


Commission. I do not quite know 
what the amount would be; the 
Motion of the hon. Gentleman is 


very vague; it might be £240,000, it 
Anyhow, I propose 
to call it £50,000. The constitutional 
advantage which is to accrue is an extra 
day’s discussion, but I think the hon. 
Gentleman will find he is putting the 
value of a day’s discussion somewhat 
high if he asks the taxpayers of this 
country to pay £50,000 for it. 


Mr. CAINE: £35,000. 
Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: As to 


the desire which Parliament has to have 


| more opportunities of discussing, not small 


details, but questions of principle, with re- 
gard tothe administration of India, I must 
frankly say that, owing to the manner 
in which time is now distributed, I think 
the debates and deliberations of this 
House have gone back from the condi- 
tion which existed when I first took 
office as Under Secretary of State for 
India. It wil] rather surprise the House 
to know that when I was Under Secre- 
tary of State for India I had more 
Motions to deal with and more debates 
to take part in than the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. 
The reason was that, under the system 
which then prevailed, you had a number of 
abstract Motions twice a week—on Tues- 
day and Friday—and the Members who 
spoke, as a rule, spoke with special 


knowledge of the subject under discus- 


sion. I have always regretted that that 
class of Motion was put on one side. 
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But why was it put on one side? 
Because at that time, as soon as you got 
to Supply, Supply was always voted, 
whereas now some twenty-six days or 
more are taken for elaborate discussion 
of Supply. I think that is the time 
which is the most wasted of any in the 
House. It is the discussion in which 
the House takes the least interest, 
in which the public take the least 
interest, and which gives the most unsatis- 
factory results. 
of a great deal the right hon. Baronet 
has said. He called me an autocrat, but 
he must remember that I am surrounded 
by a Council 





*Str CHARLES DILKE: You have 
large powers which the Council do not 
share. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: 
the Council are absolute on matters of 
finance, and whoever is absolute on 
matters of finance occupies a very pro- 
minent position. 


Mr. CAINE: But you select members 
of your Council. 


* Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: I pro- 
test against that remark. They are a 
body of men who are absolutely inde- 
pendent ; they are men selected for ten 


years ; they have nothing to hope for; 
can anybody believe that because the | 
Secretary of State appoints a member to | 


be in the Council, that member sub- 
8. ™ |go back as regards the tone of our 


'debates if this proposal were agreed 


But it must be recognised that at the bry 


ordinates his opinion to that of the 
person who appoints him ? 


time India was transferred to the Crown, 


India differed from any other part of | 


Therefore, | 
when this Colonial Conference was held | 
it was quite clear to the Council that | 
the great mass of the discussion would | 
be really outside India; but the) 


Secretary of State for the Colonies at | 
once assented to my proposal that | 
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Of course I feel the force | 


But | 
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there should be present a well-known 
and distinguished Indian civilian, 
representing the India Office, to 
watch the proceedings, and who was 
to report to the India Office, or take 
any action he thought fit if a discussion 
was of such a nature as in any way 
to affect directly the interests of India. 
Now, would the House, if they wished 
to take greater part in the discussion 
of Indian Affairs, gain by this particular 
proposal? At present there is no legal 
obligation to have a discussion on the 
Budget at all. The form of words 
merely affirms that the accounts of 
the year closed are so and so, and so 
and so, and it is designed merely to 
give the House the opportunity of 
| having a general discussion on finance. 
At present the Secretary of State for 
India is always in a difficulty upon 
any Indian question which may arise, 
| because Indian questions are considered 
to be really outside Party controversies 
/and Party organisations, and the result 
|is that, unless the action of the 
| Secretary of State is in any way 
challenged, he is very likely to be 
'hard pressed unless he has a good 





|case. But the moment you put the 
|Secretary of State’s salary on the 
| Estimates all that is changed. Any 


| discussion ona Vote affecting a member 
|of the Government is more or less a 
vote of censure, and the House knows 
quite well from long experience that 
a vote of that kind is hardly ever 


|earried. Therefore I think we should 


If it be the desire of the House 
'to devote more time to the discussion 
of Indian affairs and less to the minute 
Estimates, why 
should not the House come to some 
arrangement on that basis? Surely 


You can-| &X@mination of the 


the Empire—and does differ. 
not establish any analogy between India | 
and the Colonies. It is a separate and | 
distinct organism; it is an empire, the like | 
of which the world has never seen. There 
are conditions surrounding it which make | 
it almost impossible at times to fit in con- | 
stitutionally the personal representations | 
of other parts of the Empire. 


| what we have to do is not to add to 


the number of days given to Supply, 
but to knock off some of the questions 
which are already over-discussed. I 
do not know that I need follow the 
right hon. Baronet in all his remarks 
regarding the contributions of India 
tothe Army. With regard to the facts 
that the right hon. Baronet has addcued, 

would only make just one general 
observation. There is a great distinction 
between the British Army located in 


$2 





519 East India {COMMONS} Revenue Accounts. 520 


India and the British Army located in ; but I would suggest that if there is 
other parts of the Empire. As soon|an earnest desire to discuss questions 
as the troops reach India they are jot principle affecting the administration 
under the control of the Indian Govern- | of India, some arrangement might be 
ment and cannot be moved away|made by which nights now given to 
without the assent of the Indian | the Estimates could be given to Indian 
Government. India pays for the troops | affairs. That seems to me a very much 
because she has absolute control of | better way of attaining the object which 
them. In the same way India con-|the mover and seconder of this Motion 
tributes a certain sum to the Navy, |} have put forward, and certainly it 
but it is to pay for ships, not for the | would be much more reasonable than 





ordinary service of the Navy, but for|to say that another Vote should be 
special service, notably for the suppres- | added to the Estimates for the purpose 
sion of pirates in the Persian Gulf. | of providing for one extra afternoon’s 
These contributions are not for Imperial | discussion. 


purposes, but for purposes which are | 
essentially and peculiarly Indian. I 


cannot hold 
Government's 


out any 
accepting 
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Hamilton RtHnLord G(Midd’x 

| Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 

| Harris, Frederick Leverton 

| Haslett, Sir James Horner 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 

Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham 

Hozier. Hn. James Henry Cecil 

Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 

Kemp, George 

Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 

Lecky, Rt.Hon. William Edw.H 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 

| Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S 

| Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maconochie, A. W. 

| Malcolm, Ian 

| Maxwell, WJ H(Dunitfriesshire 

| Milvain, Thomas 

| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 

| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 

| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 

| More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 

| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 





NOES. 
| Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
| Bell, Richard 


House 
(Division List No. 494.) 





(5.48.) Question put. 


divided :—Ayes, 119; 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charlies Lindsay 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Perey, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
teid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sandys, Lieuat-Cel. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj. J. E. B (Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sloan, Thom:s Henry 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes). 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirCEH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 


| Bowles,T.Gibson(Kings’Lynn) | Caine, William Sproston 
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Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harwood, George 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Labouchere, Henry 


Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 


Rigg, Richard 


Shipman, Dr. . 





Main Question again proposed. 


#(6.0 


) Mr. CAINE: I think I can con- 
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Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Perks, Robert William 
Price, Robert John 
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Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan,E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merth’r 
Toulmin, George 

Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Robson, Wiiliam Snowdon 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) | 
John G. 
Stevenson, Francis S. | 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Herbert Roberts and 
Mr. Schwann. 


‘I do not like to speak strongly on the 


gr: pgs House on the increased in- | 


terest which is now evidenced in Indian 
questions. 
have been 


connected with the House, 


During the many years | | 


figures which have been laid before us, 
but the surpluses the noble Lord speaks 
of are entirely fallacious. During the 
last fifteen years the total increase of 
public burdens has risen to something like 


| fifteen millions without a single remission 


| have taken am active part in the) 


di:cussion of the Indian Budget, and I 


have been accustomed to speak to two) 


or three individuals. There is another 
evidence of the popular interest which 
is taken in Indian affairs in the recogni- 
tion given to them by having two| 
Parliamentary representatives of India | 
in this House. Before I come to the 
main subject I have chosen for discus- 
sion tonight, I should like, in the first 
place, to express the gratification with | 
which I heard the noble Lord refer to 
the speech I delivered last February. and | 
in connection with which I see that one | 
of the main representations of that | 
speech has been given effect to by the 
Indian Government in the Central Pro- 
vinces. My speech has escaped the fate | 


of other speeches which are made on this | for 


of any taxation, with the exception of the 
recent remission of £2,000,000 of arrears 
of land revenue, which, atter all. is only 
writing off a bad debt. The increase in 
the Army expenditure has been terrible 
during the last few years. It is not 
possible to conceive of an Indian Budget 
surplus, however fat, that is not 
promptly swallowed up by Army and 
other fresh and increasing expenditure. 
In 1887, the Army expenditure in India 
was £20,874,000; in 1892 it had risen 


'to nearly £24,000,000 ; and in 1895 to 


£25,500,000. Taking the six years from 
1887 to 1892 the total Army expenditure 
was £130,000,000, while in the last six 
years, 1897 to 1902, it reached the 


/astounding figure of £153,000,000—an 


| average increase of £4,000,000 per annum 
Army expenditure alone during 


side of the House ; according to the noble | the comparative period submitted. The 


Lord they are cast into the waste- paper | surpluses were 


basket, even by their authors. 

I want for a moment or two 
criticise the supposed surpiuses whieh, °| 
the noble Lord 


in the Budgets of the last three years. | Indian Empire. 


The surplus this year was £837,700. 
I congratulate the noble Lord on that 
fact. The surplus last year was 
£4,672.000, and the total surpluses of 
the last three years were over eight 
millions, but it is significant to 
note that, during those years, although 
there has been these large surpluses, 
not a single reduction has been made 
in the taxation borne by the Indian 
people. The surpluses have all been 





swallowed up by additional expenditure. 


largely made up of 
_ contributions from this country in conse- 
quence of the hiring of Indian troops 
for South Africa and China for services 


claims, have existed altogether outside the boundaries of the 


In 1902, £1,006,000 was 
paid in this way ; in 1901, £3,850,000 ; 

and in 1900, £3,909,000. During the 
last three years the British Exchequer 
has paid close upon £10,000,000 for the 
hire of Indian troops. If this amount 
had been borne on the Indian Estimates, 
instead of these three years showing 
total surpluses of £7,000,000 there would 
have been a deficit of £3,000,000 involv- 
ing fresh taxation, or the absorption 
into revenue of the profits which the 
noble Lord referred to in his able speech 
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There is no reason why the relief enjoyed 
during the last three years should not 
become permanent. The South African 
war has made it abundantly clear that 
the home Government looks upon the 
Indian army as largely a reserve force 
for the needs of the Empire at large, and 
India ought to be permanently relieved 
of at least £3,000,000 a year by a grant 


{COMMONS} 
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at both ends. What revenue you get 
is wasted in the national expenses 
brought about in consequence of the 
demoralisation of the people themselves. 
I well recollect Mr. Gladstone, in one of 
his brilliant Budget speeches, congratu- 
lated the House and the country on the 
largely diminished revenue from the sale 
of intoxicating liquors. I met him in the 





from the British Exchequer, in acknow- | Lobby afterwards, and I asked him what 
ledgment of the clear fact that 30,000 | he would do if he had to deal with a 
troops in the Indian Army are not re-| nation of total abstainers. “Oh!” he 
quired for the defence of India, but are| said “do you think I am such a poor 
simply reserves for the Imperial forces. | Chancellor of the Exchequer as not to be 
The taxation of the country has got no|able to frame a satisfactory Budget 
relief whatever, and is maintained at an|for a nation of total abstainers ?” 
unjustifiably high level, while expendi-| The right hon. Gentleman knew that 
ture increases and the people are growing | such a nation would be more taxable 
steadily poorer in spite of the optimistic | material. 
opinions expressed today by the noble ‘Sir, I make no apology if I have 
Lord in his speech. I recommend to occupy the House at some length on 
Members of this House to read and | this subject. Itis of the greatest possible 
study the remarkable speech of Professor | importance to the people of India. India 
Gokhale, the member for the Bombay steadily year by year increases her 
Presidency in the Viceroy’s Council, at consumption of intoxicants. The noble 
page 164 of this year’s Financial State- Lord slid very quickly over his reference 
ment. It will help hon. Members to that. I wish to give the House the 
to realise the profound wisdom of some | figures, and to show that the increase of 
words in the concluding paragraph of | revenue is from Excise as well as from 
Sir Edward Law’s Financial Statement, | other sources. I wish to remind the 
when he said— House that India is practically a nation 
“T strongly deprecate exaggerated optimism. | of total abstainers by religion, habits of life, 
The vicissitudes of fortune ina countrv mainly | climate, and especially by reason of their 
dependent on agriculture must be borne in | poverty. The people of India are against 


mind, and we must not count too certainly on | h fi d i RE 
the continuance of the prosperity now enjoved the use of liquor, and any restrictions 


by the people of India. We must not allow | which the Government of India might 
our satisfaction over generally good results to | make with regard tothetraffic, would meet 
— our sympathy for suffering groups and | with the cordial approval of the whole of 
’ ree f 1 critic: f th the people. I say that if the Government 
Bud we Sen glen em L bh © were to pass a local option law giving to 

udget speech to the subject I wish seven-eighths of the adult population cf 
KEN to refer a and : am afraid I | the districts power to decide, the liquor 
i all have to trouble the mane ee a _shops of India from end to end would be 
ength on that question. I have placed | cioceq within twelve months. The 
on the Paper a Motion which I do not Indian people are not a drinking people. 
= intend to move. It reads a8| There are not more than thirty million 
a That this House —s with | people who use intoxicating liquors at 
alarm the steady annual increase in the | 4) Every element of Indian society is 
peremirsen, ming i oo — _ favourable to a great restriction in the 
intoxicating drugs throughout India, |. smcin intoxicating liquor and drugs, 





and is of opinion that the Excise system 


of India is calculated to stimulate in- | 


temperance and crime, to increase the 
poverty of the people, and to diminish 
revenue from every other source.” I 
hold that Excise revenue of any kind 
which is drawn from drink and 
drunkennessand thedemoralisation of the 
people is practically burning the candle 


Mr. Caine 


but instead of recognising these favourable 
conditions, and suppressing intemperance, 
the Government have built up an Excise 
| system, which obtains a vast revenue from 
a stimulated sale of intoxicating liquor. 
Twenty years ago, in 1880, the total Excise 
revenue for the year was 2,838,000Rx. ; 
| in 1890 it was 4,891,000Rx. ; and in 1900, 
5,775,000Rx. In the last three decades the 
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totals were: 1870 to 1880, 24,000,000Rx. ; | 
1880 to 1890, 39,000,000Rx. ; and 1890 | 
to 1900, 54,000,000Rx. These figures | 
represent the revenue drawn from the 
sale of intoxicating liquor and drugs, 
the increase during the last ten years 
from a traffic which is an absolute Govern- 
ment monopoly being 39 per cent. with 
an increase of only 43 per cent. in the 
population. 


an increase of 174 per cent. in the popula- 
tion. 
ferred to the falling off of opium. I am 
glad, and I believe the House is 
glad, that there should be a diminution 
in opium, but all I can say is that, 
however much sobriety may be increas- 


{10 NovEMBER 1902} 
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scandalous Excise system, and _ will 
probably form the defence which will 
be offered presently. I must remind 
the House that the Excise revenue in 
India is not raised as it is in this 
country, by a duty per gallon on spirits. 


The Government is its own distiller, 


If you take the twenty years | 


; } < 95 7 | ° 
there is an increase of 125 per cent., with |, tied-house to 


The noble Lord in his speech re- distillery. 


ing in China, the Government of India is | 


making it up by pushing the sale of in- 


the Indian people. The question natur- 
ally arises—and I have no doubt it will 


‘increase of 


be raised by the noble Lord who will | 


reply —how much of this increase comes 
from consumption and how much from 
enhanced duty. I have been trying for 
the last fifteen years to get some data on 
which a sound reply could be given to 
this question, but they obstinately refuse 
to give anything of the kind. I declare 


that, at the very least, 70 per cent. of this | 


| 


increase in revenue is due to an increase | 


in consumption. I tested it very simply 


a year or two ago. 


I have all the) 


Excise reports of India for the last fifteen | 


years. I take the North West Provinces 
and Oudh, and there I find the reported 
gallonage of spirits turned out from the 
Government stills in 1897 was 661,000 ; 


and sells the licence to deal by public 
auction to the highest bidder—every 
liquor shop being, therefore, practically 
the Government 
The Excise revenue consists 
of first, and mainly, auctioned monopolies 
for the sale of liquors and intoxicating 
drugs over defined areas; second, still- 
head duty on all spirits manufactured 
by the farmers within the walls of a 
Government distillery ; third, licences 
for the working of stills by the liquor 


toxicating liquor, opium included, among | farmer himself, known as the out-still 


This stupendous and steady 
revenue is due almost 
entirely to the fierce competition 
for licences, stimulated and_ en- 
couraged by the revenue collectors 
of the Government, regardless of the 
moral and material ruin of the poor 
Indian ryots, or factory-hands, whose 
wretched incomes are depleted to get 
money to pay for Durbars and the 
salaries of British Cabinet Ministers. 


I will presently justify these broad 
charges by an analysis of a single State 
administration, that of Assam. But I wish 
to say a word or two about the nature of 
the intoxicants which a Christian Govern- 


system. 


_ment deals out to its defenceless Hindu 


in 1898, 885,000 ; and in 1899, 1,169,000, | 


showing an increase of 80 per cent. in 
three years. The Government of India 
publishes an annual romance which it 
jocularly entitles ‘A Statement exhibit- 


ing the Moral and Material Progress and | 


Condition of India.” 
passage occurs in its last issue— 

‘* There has been a considerable increase in 
the net Excise revenue during the past thirty 
years (from £1,755,000 in 1875 to £4,239,000 in 
1901—140 per cent.) but this increase, though 
in part due to enhanced consumption caused | 


The following | 


by the growth of the population and the | 


general increase of earnings, is yet largely, and 
in some localities mainly, the result of improved 
Excise administration, which has doubled or | 


trebled the rates of taxation, and has at the | 


restricted the use of illicit 


” 


same time 
intoxicants. 


This is a complete summary of the 
defence of the Government for its 


and Mohammedan subjects, whose re- 
ligions absolutely forbid their use. They 
are threefold. First, alcohol; second, 
opium ; third, Indian hemp. The alcohol 
is mainly produced by distillation from 
the sugary flowers of the mhowa tre2, 
and to a lesser extent from sugar refuse, 
called jaggery. The latter is an inferior 
rum. The mhowa, or country spirit as it 
is called, is damnable stuff. One of the 
conditions of the licence is that it shall 
not be sold to a British soldier, though 
six bottles at a time may be sold to an 
Indian woman. In the Report of the 
Commission appointed by the Govern- 
ment of Bengal to inquire into the excise 
of country spirits in Bengal in 1883-4 
the following remarks occur by Dr. 
Warden— 


“THe worst sample of Indian liquor con- 
tained nearly seven times as much fusel oil 
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per fluid ounce as Dr. Dupre’s sample of un- 
rectified Scotch whiskey, while the least con- 
taminated contains rather less than half tie 
amount found in fine ‘samsho.’ This method 
of indicating the relative purity of the spirits 
is correct as long as we compare the volumes 
of the various liquors. But Jow-class con- 
sumers of liquor take it for the etfects which 
it produces. An ounce of ‘chirkunda’ at 
nine pies per bottle does not equal an ounce, 
say, of Scotch whiskey or ‘‘samsho’ in 
alcoholic strength. To institute, therefore, a 
comparison between Indian country liquor and 
the spirits examined by Dr. Dupre, the ratio 
which the furel oil bears to the ethylic 
alcohol must be the standard; and by this 
standard the least contaminated of the Indian 
country liquors contained twice the amount of 
fusel oil present in ‘ Cape smoke.’ ” 


Well, the Government have the best of 
reasons for forbidding the sale to soldiers. 


Why then sell it to the weakly and ill- | 


nourished Indian peasant? As to opium 
and Indian hemp, the Government 
retail these drugs, not as medicines, but 
for the purposes of intoxication only. 
l have been in a Lucknow opium den, 
now happily abolished, and I recollect 
seeing and counting 126 men and women 
dead drunk on opium. This was ina 
house licensed by the Government, con- 
trolled by the Government, and the 
profits of which went largely to the 
Government The Government even 
sells the opium specially prepared for 
smoking, and the poor people can 
take it home and smoke it there instead 
of in the opium dens. Hemp, like 
opium, can only be obtained in this 
country by prescription, and signed for 
in the druggist’s poison book. The sale 
ot hasheesh (which is the same article 
under another name) is prohibited in 
Egypt, and the manufacture and sale of 
it is prohibited in Afghanistan. 

I will illustrate the operation of 
the Indian excise system by its ad- 
ministration in a single province, that 
o! Assam. The conditions there are 
not worse than in any other province 
of India, but rather better than the 
average. The average increase in the 
consumption over all India during 


the last twenty years has been 125 per | 


cent., with an increase in population of 
17 percent. In Assam the increase in 
the same period has been only 73 per 
cent. in consumption, with 25 per. 
cent. increase in the population. I 
shall rest my case upon two documents 
first, the last Annual Excise Report for 
Assam : and, second, a most remarkable 


Mr. Caine. 
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|Memorandum impeaching the excise 
systein of Assam, which has just been 
published by Mr. James Buckingham, 
C.L.E., the chairman of the Assam branch 
of the Indian Tea Association. Mr. 
Buckingham is a business man of great 
ability and reputation, and has been a 
member of the Viceroy’s Council. Fora 
long time past the tea planters of Assam 
and Darjeeling have been making indig- 
nant protests against the policy which has 
long been pursued by the Indian Govern- 
ment of opening liquor and opium shops 
close up to the boundaries of tea planta- 
|tions. These tea gardens are mostly 
manned by labourers drawn from a 
distance, the Assamese not caring for the 
work. They are drawn mainly from 
Bengal, but also come in considerable 
‘numbers from other parts of India. 
There is absolutely nothing in the habits 
of life of a tea-garden coolie to give the 
smallest excuse for the provision by thie 
State of facilities for getting drunk on 
filthy and badly distilled spirits, and for 
stupefying themselves with opium and 
hemp drugs. But the Indian Gevern- 
ment appears to be blind to all moral 
considerations in the excise administra- 
tion, and thinks only of exploiting these 
unhappy coolies for revenue purposes. 
The planter worm has at last turned, 
and through their recognised leader, 
Mr. Buckingham, they have issued a 
Memorandum on this grievance of the tea 
panter that is the most concise, con- 
clusive, and damning indictment of the 
Government’s excise policy that the heart 
of the temperance reformer can desire. 

The Assam tea planters are neither 
teetotalers nor prohibitionists. Thcy are 
simply traders who find that the liquor 
shops, thrust upon them against their 
will to the demoralisation of their coolies, 
inflict terrible financiai loss upon them- 
selves, as well as all manner of evil 
things upon their labourers, towards 
whom they naturally and rightly feel a 
strong sense of responsibility. They 
have, therefore, no prejudice against the 
use of intoxicating liquors as such ; and 
yet we find them united as one man in 
the strong and insistent demand for a 
root and branch reform of the licensing 
system and its administration, while the 
great bulk of them declare that nothing 
but absolute prohibition will meet their 


just grievance. From 1897 to 1898 the 
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population of the coolie labourers on the 


tea gardens of the Lakhimpur district | 


increased from 81,957, to 84,974, about 
4 per cent., but in the same period the 
consumption of spirits increased 53 per 
cent. Over the whole of Assam the 
revenue for spirits alone had increased 
during the last ten years no less than 
250 per cent., while the tea-garden adult 
population rose only 70 per cent. 

Mr. Buckingham, in preparing this 
document, has been fully aware that mere 
denunciation of the iniquity of the grog 
shops will not solve the difficulties of the 
problem. He has, therefore, proceeded to 
collect statistics from competent authori- 
ties connected with the  tea-garden 
industry, which completely expose the 
weakness of the out-still system in Assam, 
while at the same time basing upon that 
evidence proposals for more efficient 
control, with a view to abating, if not 
destroying, the terrible social and moral 
mischief resulting from it. Mr. Bucking- 
ham recites a number of Clauses from the 
Report of the Excise Commission of 1889, 
which was the outcome of action taken in 
Parliament by the hon. Member for 
Flintshire and myself. These quoted 
Clauses are those relating to Assam, and 
show conclusively how ineffective their 
recommendations were, and how com- 
pletely they have failed from their professed 
object, because they have been persistently 
ignored by the Excise Department of 
Assam. The main recommendation of 
that Commission was that the tea planters 
themselves should apply for licences and | 
run liquor shops of their own for the 
“benefit” of their coolies. It is twelve 
years since this preposterous recommen- | 
dation was given, and yet the Govern- 
ment, in the face of the universal refusal 
of tea planters to become potboys, 
can still find no other remedy but this to 
propose, as is shown in the answer given | 
by the Secretary of State for India to 
myself in Parliament last April, who said 
that he was of opinion that the plan of | 
getting the tea planters to take on the | 
liquor shops already existing in the | 
vicinity of their gardens had his entire | 
approval, and was likely to conduce to | 
good order and sobriety ! 

| 

Now, Mr. Buckingham publishes | 
analyses of samples of the spirits sold | 
in the Government grog shops to | 
these unhappy tea _ coolies. Messrs. | 


{10 NovemBER 1902} 
|Waldie & Co are distinguished analy- 


| produces. 


‘these Government grog shops. 
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tical chemists with a large practice, and 
no one can doubt the accuracy of their 
work. They publicly declare that the 
spirits distilled and sold by the Govern- 
ment. of India contain seven times as 
much fusel oil as unrectified Scotch 
whiskey, rendering their use as a beverage 


very deleterious, and that it is unfit for 


human consumption owing to the amount 
of fusel oil and other deleterious matters 
present. The last Excise Report for 
Assam says : 

‘*The Commissioner reports that no dele- 
terious substance was found in the samples 
analysed by the Chemical Examiner for analysis, 
and that the quality of the liquor was pro- 
nounced good.” 


The Report goes on to give the Ex" 
aminer away ruthlessly in the next para- 
graph, which says : 

‘* Analyses in the past have been directed to 
the discovery of aduiterants, and have not been 
used to ascertain whether the liquor does 1ot 
contain a perniciously high proportion of fusel 
oil.” 

What an extraordinary confession ! 
Who on earth is this precious “Chemical 
Examiner” employed by the Indian 
Government to analyse their intoxicants, 
and who never tests them for the com- 


| monest and most deleterious poison to be 


The 
and 


intoxicants ? 
ofticers, 


in aistilled 
the medical 


found 
reports of 


‘managers on the tea gardens, cited 


by Mr. Buckingham, reveal a horrible 
and appalling condition of things. It 
is impossible to read them without 
seeing the most conclusive evidence 
of the nature of the stuff sold 
in the results which its consumption 
The medical officers declare 
that it is a most fruitful cause of cholera 
and dysentery, and make it clear that 
frequent epidemics of these fell Indian 
scourges have been directly caused py 
n- 
numerable and definite cases are quoted 
in which deaths have ensued among the 
coolies by direct alcoholic poisoning, as 
well as by cholera, apoplexy, dysentery, 
neumonia, enteric fever, murder, and 
manslaughter, the result of drink. 
The reports of the managers bristle 
with riots, wife-beating, desertion of 
work, brawls, accidental deaths, and 
fifty other intolerable evils wrought 
upon these wretched coolies, with grave 
financial losses to their employers. 
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The first question addressed by Mr. 
Buckingham to the principal medical 
officers in the tea district of Assam was 
as follows— 

‘““What is your opinion regarding native 
grog shops in the vicinity of tea gardens? Do 
you consider they are prejudicial to the health 
of the coolies? Do you think they should be 
wholly abolished or partially ?” 


There is not a single reply sent in which 
does not make it quite clear that every 
medical officer, most of them holding dis- 
tinguished English degrees, is satisfied of 
the prejudicial character of thegrogshops, 
and the reply tothat part of the question 
is emphatically “Yes.” Taking the entire 
number of fourteen medical officers, their 
replies to the latter Clause of the question 
are also very emphatic. Nine of them 
urge total prohibition, while five recom- 
mend severe control. Some of these five, 
however, urge practical prohibition so far 
as the vicinity of the tea gardens are 
concerned. It is clear that, without 
exception, the medical officers declare the 
present system to be utterly mischievous, 
while two-thirds of them are convinced 
that total prohibition of the grog shops 
is urgently needed. The managers 
thoroughly endorse the opinions of the 
medical officers. I make no_ personal 
reflection on the Excise authorities in 
Assam, or upon the very distinguished 
Chief Commissioner who has sanctioned 
it, when I say that the Report of their 
administration for the year 1901-1902 is 
scandalous. They are called upon to 
administer a system which is rotten to 
the very core, provided for them by the 
Central Governmentof India, andthe angel 
Gabriel himself could not present a better 
report with such a system at his back. 
There is no province in India where the 
protests against the Excise administration 
are so loud, so bitter, or so fully justified. 
The Indian Excise administration is bad 
enough all over the Empire, but Assam 
has more Europeans engaged personally 
in agriculture than any other province, 
owing to the great development of the 
tea industry, and they are not, like the 
more timid Indian farmer elsewhere, 
afraid to speak out. ‘here is no com- 
plaint more bitter, all through the pages 
of Mr. Buckingham’s memorandum, 
echoed by every witness cited by him, 
than that of defective administration. 
He contends that supervision is a farce, 
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jand that the constant protests of the 
| tea planters, and their demand for tighter 
| control meet with no response from the 
| Excise Department. A careful examina- 
‘tion of the Report shows that this com- 
| plaint is fully justified. The total expendi- 
| ture of the Excise Department for the 
| entire province of Assam was £770. The 
total Excise revenue was £192,000. The 
area of the province of Assam is 49,000 
square miles, the population 54 millions. 
The Government thus get 250 rupees of 
| revenue for every one spent on adminis- 
‘tration. This accounts for the deep 
affection with which the Government 
treat Excise revenue. It brings in a 
larger return for less expenditure than 
any other source of revenue in their 
budget. The expenses of collecting opium 
revenue are 61 per cent. ; forest, 5% per 
cent. ; land, 164 per cent. ; salt, 6 per cent. ; 
Customs, 5 per cent. ; Excise, 4 per cent, 
We fear they know only too well that 
the tight and vigorous administration 
which is so justly clamoured for by the 
tea planters would enormously reduce the 
revenue. In face of the terrible facts 
brought out by Mr. Buckingham, it is 
quite impossible for them ever again to 
protest against the charge so often 
brought against them, that they deliber- 
ately stimulate the sale of intoxicants 
for the money it brings in, and that 
moral considerations are flung to the 
wind when they clash with revenue 
interests. If the present system is to be 
maintained in Assam, an expenditure 
of at least £50,000 a year, instead 
‘of £770, will be necessary if the farmers 
they employ to distribute these filthy 
and poisonous liquors are to be kept 
in anything like decent control. 


There is another fact brought out in 
the Report which fully justifies this grave 
accusation. Itis the custom everywhere 
throughout India for the Government to 
sanction a far greater number of licences 
than can be taken up, and then to push 
them upon the liquor farmers to the 

| utmost of the sanction. This year the 
Assam Commissioner sanctioned for 
settlement 1,426 shops; only 1,276 
shops of all descriptions have been taken 
up! Now what possible explanation can 
be given of this simple fact? Why 
should the Excise Commissioner sanction 
150 more liquor and opium dens than even 


that the liquor sellers break the law con- | the stimulated demand is able and willing 


tinually and with complete impunity, | 


Mr. Caine. 


to take up? The Commissioner is much 
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grieved that people drink so little. Here | administration. That hoary old excuse 


is his lament— | 


for the steady increase of revenue from 


“The results, as compared with 1901-2, are | drink and those intoxicating drugs 


disappointing. 
combined, and the sales had to be held several 

times. In Cachar the bids obtained were so low | 
that orders were issued to keep a considerable | 
number of shops closed. Several of these have 
since been settled on reasonable terms. In 
Sylhet the ring of liquor farmers is stronger 
than ever, and owing to scarcity in the early 
part of the year under review, and consequent 
low profits, outsiders were even less willing 
than usual to compete for shops. ... The | 
decrease in Lakhimpur is under all heads, 

and is attributed to combinations among 

vendors. ... In Kamrup the decrease is 

general, and is attributed to the absence of 

competition. ... In almost every district 

the sales were conducted by the deputy Com- 

missioner in person. It is noteworthy that | 
this was not done in the district where the 

sales were worst.” 


What does this quotation tell us? The 
Excise Department have screwed up the 
farmers to such a point that “sales had | 
to be held several times.” In Cachar, | 
when the bidding was low, and shops 
were not taken up, steps were taken to | 
push this dirty trade, and eventually | 
“several of these got settled on reason- 
able terms.”” In Sylhet the trade is so} 
overdone, so many liquor shops have | 
been thrust on the community, that no | 
outsider would compete, and the liquor | 
combine had it all their own way. | 
Things seem to have got so low down in | 
Assam, sO many unnecessary shops 
have been opened, that the sales, to be | 
any success at all, had to be “ conducted 
by the Deputy Commissioner in person.” 


I must not weary the House with ex-| 
tracts from Mr. Buckingham’s memo- | 


randum, which show, with only too 
terrible truth, the methods which 
the liquor and opium farmers are com-_ 
pelled to take up to sell their demoralis- | 
ing compounds, and pay the rents| 
screwed out of them by the Govern-| 
ment. If they were properly controlled | 


In the Surma valley the bidders | 


‘trotted out in the Excise Report. 


which are in the poison list of every 
British pharmaceutical chemist, that it 
is to prevent illicit sale, is of course 
But 
how hollow it all is! It has been proved 
over and over again that any smuggling 
and illicit distillation is almost entirely 
on the part of the liquor farmers, who 
cheat the Excise right and left, with 
perfect impunity. How can there be 
any preventive system in a province as 
big as the whole of England out of a 
total expenditure of £770? In the 
whole of the vast province of Assain 
only fifty-one prosecutions for the illicit 
sale or manufacture of liquor are 
reported for the year under review, 
and there were only nineteen cases in 


all of opium and drug smuggling and 


illicit cultivation. There has been a 
so-called ‘‘ preventive staff’’ appointed, 
but in nine months operations only two 
cases were detected by them. It isa 
singular comment on the “ prevention of 
illicit sale’ theory of which the Govern- 
ment are so fond. that the Excise 
Commissioner, commenting on some 
other matter says— 

‘This is not as it should be, and tends to 
establish the theory that much of the value of 
a licence to sell opium lies in the facilities it 
affords for trafficking in the contraband article.” 


Here is a frank confession of what is 


| notorious in all well-informed native 


circles in India, that the Government 
Returns of Jiquor and drugs sold are 
hopelessly fallacious, and do not, in all 
probability, account for more than half 
the stuff sold, the other half having 
never paid duty. It might reasunably 
be expected that the existence during 
1901-02 of the horrible details of de- 
bauchery and demoralisation revealed 
in Mr. Buckingham’s able memorandum 





and inspected, if they were compelled | would have brought out a great list of 
to keep their premises in decent | prosecutions under the Excise and opium 
sanitary order, if they were fitly punished | laws. The total convictions under these 
for their constant breaches of the law, | laws for the entire province of Assam 
for the riots and disorder which they | were 301. The nature of the offences 
produce, the revenue would fall to word might be erroneously inferred from Mr. 
than one half its present amount, and | Buckingham’s memorandum, but they 
that would neverdo. Revenue! revenue! | are all for offences tending to diminish 
revenue! even when drawn from the! revenue. There is no mention of any 
very life blood of the people and their | licence being taken away, and the light- 
inevitable moral ruin, is the fetish of | ness of the punishments may be inferred 
the Indian Government in its Excise | from the fact that the total amount of 
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fines only realised some £400. I ask 
the House to weigh this extraordinary 
statement made on the first page of the 
Excise Report, ‘‘ Local public opinion 
was consulted as far as possible before 
any new shops were licensed.” This for- 
mula always appears year by year in the 
Excise Report of every province of India. 
It is most discreditable to the Govern- 
ment that this silly lie should ever be 
allowed to appear at all. If next year 
they would back it up with some in- 
stances of the so-called consultation of 
public opinion, I will undertake to 
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furnish, for everysuch case, half a dozenin | 
which public opinion has been outraged. | 
There is not a liquor or drug shop in | 
the whole tea districts of Assam and | 
Darjecling that is not a glaring outrage | 
on local public opinion, as Mr. Bucking- 


ham most clearly demonstrates. | 


If there is one thing moresurely estab- | 
lished by Mr. Buckingham’s witnesses it is | 
thedeleteriousand poisonousquality of the | 
abominable stuff sold by the Govern- | 
ment’s liquor farmers. Yet we read: 
“The Commissioner reports that no 
deleterious substance was found in the 
samples of country spirit sent to the 
chemical examiner for analysis, and the 
quality of the liquor was pronounced 
good. In face of this statement, what 
are we to say of the analyses reported 
by Mr. Buckingham, in every case of 
which fusel oi lis found in large quantity ? 
But the simplest test to which the 
**good quality’ of this country spirit 
ean be brought is the regulation which 
prevails all over India, that no country 
liquor seller shall ever sell drink to a 
British soldier. Will the Government 
repeal this regulation? I am sure they 
will not; but all the same they will go | 
on selling their vile compounds to the 
poor Assam tea coolie. Last week in 
reply to a Question from the hon. and 
gallant Member for Taunton about the 
importation of spirits into West Africa, 
containing fusel oil, the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies stated ‘that the 
Governor of Lagos is of opinion that 
alcohol containing a noxious substaace 
like fusel oil in deleterious quantity 
should be seized and dealt with in such 
a way that it should not reach the 
public, and that legislation would be 
passed by the Council of his Government 
securing this.” The Secretary of State 


Mr. Caine. 
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for War protects the British soldier from 
tne fusel oil of the Indian Government, 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
protects the West African negro, the 
Secretary of State for India sells it to 
Indian peasants in 100,000 grog shops 

There are about 300 shops in Assam 
licensed for the sale of ‘‘ ganja.” These 
were so far in excess of the demand that 
twenty-four licences were surrendered 
during the year. One might reasonably 
have expected that these would have been 
allowed to lapse. That is not the method 
of the Government of India! The Re- 
port says: “Sixteen of these licences 
were resettled, but at greatly reduced 
prices.” What an abominable bit of 
administration here reveals itself. These 
licences, “ at greatly reduced prices.”’ are, 
of course, put into competition withothers 
who had paid the full licence tax, and 
the Government holds up its hands in 
pious horror because the liquor and 
opium farmers form a trade combination 
against dishonest treatment. Now, what 
is this “ganja,” of which the Report 
remarks, with touching frankness, “ the 
decrease in consumption is not  satis- 
factory?” It is a preparation of Indian 
hemp, and is the most noxious and 
maddening intoxicant of all the varieties 
dealt in by the Indian Government. It 
cannot be procured at any chemist’s shop 
in this country without a _ medical 
prescription and the customer’s signature 
in the poison book. In Egypt it became 
such a curse to the people, under the 
name of “hasheesh,” that the Govern- 
ment prohibited its sale and manufacture, 
employed a fleet of gunboats to stop its 
importation, and sent anyone who was 
found with it in his possession to gaol 
with hard labour for three months. The 
British Government places ganja on the 
lists of poisons, and prohibits its sale 
except on medical prescriptions. The 
Egyptian Government has penal laws for 
those possessingit, the Amirof Afghanistan 
prohibits its manufacture and sale. The 
Christian Government of India draws its 
revenue from the open sale of this 
virulent and maddening poison to the 
poor Indian peasant, and public opinion 
in this country is silent and acquiesces. 
On this damnable Excise system, s0 
terribly exposed by Mr. Buckingham, the 
Government build up a steadily increasing 
revenue. In Assam, during the last ten 
years, the revenue from country spirit 
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alone has almost trebled. It was 273,000 
rupees in 1890, and 703,000 in 1901. Is 
it to nee itself during the next ten 
years? Why not, if the same system is 
to prevail? The Government are simply 

turning the coolie population of the tea 
districts into confirmed drunkards, draw- 
ing revenue out of the viceand degradation 
of these unhappy people. On April 14th 
last I asked the Secretary of State for 
India a long Question on this tea planters’ 


grievance. He gave the usual stereotyped 
answert, and I asked this additional 
question— 


“Ts there any necessity whatever for forcing 
these liquor shops on the planters who do not 
want them ?” 


Te which the Secretary of State replied— 
‘+ My information is that they are wanted.” 


At that time Mr. Buckingham’s 
Memorandum had not appeared. If the 
planters “want ” these liquor shops, they 
certainly make their “ wants” known in 
strange fashion. It will also be seen 
that, in reply to a further Question in 
July, the Secretary of State said that 
Mr. Buckingham’s Memorandum was 
receiving the “serious consideration ” of 
the Government. We know by sad ex- 
perience what this means. Two years 
delay, and nothing at the end of it! I 
have in my hand a document which is the 
outcome of this ‘ serious consideration.” 
It is addressed by the Chief Commis- 
sioner of Assam to the Deputy Com- 
missioners of Labour Districts, Assam. I 
wish time permitted me to submit this 
foolish and futile document to the House 
in full, but I will conclude my speech with 
just a few extracts from it. I understand 
the Secretary of State is going to lay it 
presently on the Table of the House, 
when the replies have come in. When it 
is published, the House will see that it is 
no honest inquiry at all, but that the 
Commissioners of Labour are practically 
told what reply is expected by the follow- 
ing paragraphs :— 

“Tam directed to forward, with the follow- 
ing remarks, a copy of a Memorandum on the 
Excise Administration of Assam which was 
written by Mr. J. Buckingham, C.1.E 

“Within the last twenty years the Excise 
arrangements of Assam have been four times 
subjected to examination. 1t cannot, then, be 
stated that the question has not received a 
ood deal of consideration ; but having regard 
to its mportance, Mr. Fuller is quite willing 
0 re-open it. 
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‘*There are two conclusions, however, which 
he holds to have been finally extablished by the 
investigations that have already been made. 
The first is that the imported coolie popula- 
tion of the province is mainly recruited from 
classes who are in the habit of drinking fer- 
mented or distilled liquor, and that, in affording 
them opportunities of obtaining liquor in 
Assam, the Government is merely supplying 
an existing want, not creating a new one. 
The second conclusion is that if coolies are 
denied excise liquor, they will brew rice beer, 
and that there can be a great deal of drunken- 
ness and demoralisation on tea estates which 
are quite unaffected by licensed liquor shops. 
There is a passage in Mr. Buckinghain’s 
Memorandum which may be taken to imply 
that the tea-garden coolie is naturaily an 
abstemlous mau. This is a view which, in Mr. 
Fuller's opinion, is quite untenable. Moreover, 
eertsin of the views which are referred to in 
the Memorandum are coloured by the idea that 
coolies can be, or should be, altogether pre- 
vented from drinking. This is a reform which 
is both hopeless and unjustifiable. The Offici- 
ating Chief Commissioner can see no reason 
why we should expect a higher standard of 
restraint amongst the coolies on a tea garden 
than amongst the labouring classes in Europe.’ 


Any practical person reading these 
paragraphs in the light of Mr. Bucking- 
ham’s Memorandum, and Mr. Bucking- 
ham’s Memorandum in the light of these 


paragraphs, will see that any honest 
inquiry is damned at the outset. I can- 


not continue my speech further, having 
already trespassed sorely on the time of 
the House. I can only say, that if this 
state of things in Assam is not dealt with 
by the Government on the lines of Mr. 
Buckingham’s Memorandum, I shall next 
session use the forms of the House to the 
utmost of my power to get some protection 
for these poor Indian peasants, and the 
tea planters who employ them, by debate 
and division of the Members of this 
House, who are the only final Court of 
Appeal on Indian grievances. 


*(6.50.) Tae UNDER SECRETARY 
or STATE ror INDIA (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.): The hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down at the opening 
of his speech referred to the speech of 
my right hon. friend the Secretary of 
State, and characterised it as that of a 
confirmed optimist. I am not sure that 
the speech of the hon. Member does not 
lay him stil! more open to the charge 
of being a confirmed pessimist. I do not 
think I ever heard a speech in this 
House which exhibited a greater capacity 
for swallowing wholesale the accusations 
made against the conduct of the Indian 
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Administration, or which made less allow- | demand, so far as it could be reasonably 
ance for thedifficulties of the Government, | ascertained, and in the second place the 
and showed less pat ence in waiting for | paramount necessity of keeping the price 
the result of the inquiries which the of liquor as high as was compatible with 
Government is undertaking. I do not | the discouragement of illicit manu. 
think that we have any right to complain | facture and smuggling. The Govern. 
that the hon. Member should raise this | ment of India repudiated as strongly as 
subject. It is an extremely important | it repudiates today the desire to stimulate 
subject, and the hon. Member is well | the consumption in Assam, or any part 
known as an advocate of temperance of India, for the sake of increasing 
reform, and no one is better qualified to | the revenues; but, on the other hand, they 
bring such a subject to our notice. At | expressed in the strongest language their 
the same time, I think his attack is a opinion, and I think that opinion is one 
little premature. The protest by Mr.| which must be expressed by every 
Buckingham, to which he has drawn Government that has to deal with this 





attention, and which he says is the most 
damning indictment that anyone could 
desire, has only just been received, and 
there has been very little time for 
the local authorities to institute the 
searching inquiry that has been pro- 
mised, much less to express their conclu- 
sions upon it. But 1 might point out 
that the charges which the hon. Gentle- 
man has made tonight are not new. 
They have all been made before, even 
before 1889, and I believe in the last 
twenty yearsthe Excise administration 
in India as a whole, and in Assam in 
particular, has been inquired into no 
less than four or five times. 

Mr. CAINE: To no result. 

*EarRL PERCY: The last time it was 
inquired into, it had formed the subject of 
a Resolution in this House, and as a result 
of that Resolution in 1889 the whole 
system was examined by the Government, 
and the result of that inquiry was em- 
bodied in a despatch of the Government 
oi India, and endorsed in a despatch by 
Lord Cross in the following year. 


Mr. CAINE: Which 
carried out. 


were never 


*EarRL PERCY: I amcoming to that in 
a moment. The conclusions arrived at 
by the Government of India as regards 
Assam were that the excise system 
then and now in force—the outstill 
system — was the only possible one, 
although not theoretically the best, and 
that the principles by which the Excise 
Commissioners were to be guided in fixing 
the number of shops and the price of the 
licences were in the first place the local 
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| question in India, that it would not be 
either just or possible to use the 
machinery of Excise for one particular 
province in India in order to deny the 
population of that province the legitimate 
facilities for indulgence which are en- 
joyed by the population of every other. 
The hon.Member is, of course, an avowed 
prohibitionist, and he is quite logical, for 
he would enforce that v:ew in England 
as he would in India ; but I think he will 
himself admit that if we are going to 
force this system on the people of India 
there is some argument for first forcing 
it upon ourselves athome. Thehon. Mem- 
| ber spoke with truth of the Indian people 
| as extremely abstemious, but it is by no 
means true that drinking is prohibited 
by the religion of the majority of the 
population, nor is it true that there 
is a considerable degree of drinking 
among them. I do not know a 
|single administrator of any experience 
who has dealt with this question who 
has not expressed himself quite as 
strongly as the Government of India 
in 1889, to the effect that it would be 
quite impossible, even supposing they 
had a system of local option and could 
get a three-fifths majority of the people 
in favour of closing the liquor shops— 
there is not an Indian administrator 
who believes you would have power to 
enforce that law on the minority. 
I think the fact that although these 
charges were made ten years ago, and 
although the circumstances under which 
they were made have not changed, the 
Government of India have expressed 
their readiness to undertake another 
inquiry, ought to be sufficient disproof 
of any insinuation of indifference on 
| their part to the interests either of the 
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coolie or of the planter. On the other | 
hand, the very fact that these charges | 
have been reiterated after such a short | 
interval ought, I think, to make us very | 
careful how we accept them without | 
careful inquiry, especially without | 
taking into consideration the peculiar | 
circumstances under which they are | 
now made, 


It may be within the recollection of 
some hon. Members of this House that | 
only a very short time ago the Govern- | 
ment of India passed a new Act dealing 
with the question of the labour supply 
in Assam. That has always been a very 
difficult question, because the proportion 
of the labour element in the Province 
of Assam itself is only three per cent. of 
the total population, and therefore most 
of the labour which is employed on 
the plantations has to be imported from 
outside. The Act in question was the 
subject of very heated controversy in 
the native Press, and between what I 
may vall the party of the planters on 
the one hand, and the philanthropic 
party, which has been so ably repre- 
sented by Sir H. Cotton, on the 
other. Broadly speaking, that Act 
represented a compromise which went 
some way towards meeting the views 
of both parties. It enforced an 
addition to the statutory minimum 


monthly wage of the coolie, but 
by no means an addition equiva- 
lent to the increase which had been 


demanded by Sir H. Cotton. On the 
other hand, it met the views of the 
planters who complained of the competi- 
tion which they suffered from unlicensed 
contractors by placing the unlicensed 
contractors under very severe restrictions, 
and encouraging the system of recruit- 
ing by garden sardars. Since that 
Act was passed the tea industry has 
undoubtedly been going through a period 
of very serious depression. That depres- 
sion is possibly owing to some extent to 
over-production ; it is largely, I daresay, 
due to the high taxation which it has 
been necessary to maintain in conse- 
quence of the prolongation of the South 
African war; but it is mainly due to 
the lack of an adequate labour supply. 
That supply has been, I believe not more, 
but a little less than before the Act was 
passed. 


{10 NovEMBER 1902} 


I frankly admit that all these | 
considerations are considerations which | 


Revenue Accounts. 542 
entitle the tea industry to our com- 
miseration, and any _ representations 
which the planters may make will deserve 
our most serious and sympathetic con- 
sideration. On the other hand, the very 
fact that this agitation synchronises 
with a period of depression is, I think, 
evidence of what I believe to be the 


| fact—that the agitation is motived quite 
'as much by economic considerations as 


by considerations of philanthropy. 
Mr. CAINE: And quite properly. 


*Eart PERCY: IJ am not bringingthat 
as a charge against the promoters, but the 
fons et origo of this agitation is really 
the lack of an adequate labour supply. 
Sir H. Cotton’s party, on the one 
hand, say that the planters will never 
get a sufficient labour force unless they 
considerably increase the present statutory 
wage, which Sir H. Cotton calls a 
miserable pittance as compared with the 
wage offered in the mining districts ad- 
jacent to the districts in which the 
coolies live. The planters, on the other 
hand, say that no increase of the 
statutory wage on their part will have 
any effect so long as the coolies are en- 
couraged or allowed to spend a large 
portion of their earnings in the liquor 
shops which are under the control of the 
Government. It is obvious, therefore, 
that exactly in so far as the charge 
against theExcise administration in Assam 
can be made out, so far is the case for 
an increase of the statutory wage dimin- 
ished. I do not say that that militates 
in the least against the case for inquiry, 
but it does make it extremely important 
that we should be careful how we accept 
the accusations that are made. 


Let me ask the House to consider 
what is the case and the scope for 
inquiry. To my mind it seems that the 
scope for inquiry must necessarily be 
a very limited one. If it is true, as 
the Government of India said ten 
years ago, that total prohibition is 
impossible, and that the central distillery 
system is impossible under the conditions 
in Assam, all we have to consider are the 
reforms which have been proposed in the 
working of the out still system. We have 
to ask ourselves whether it is really a fact, 
as the hon. Gentleman opposite says, that 
the consumption of liquor has increased to 
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a greater extent than would be warranted 
by the increase in the population, by the 
increase of wealth—and what he really 
leaves out of consideration—by the stricter 
administration of the law ; and also, sup- 
posing that statement be true, whether 
it is an evil which it is in the power of 
the Government to remedy, or whether it 
is an inseparable accompaniment of the 
only system of which the conditions of 
Assam permit. I will not weary the 
House by going into a discussion of the 
rival merits of what is called the central 
distillery system and the out-still system. 
We have always admitted, and we admit 
now, that the adoption of the out-still 
system in Assam was not due to any 
preference for it in the abstract, but 
merely to geographical and climatic condi- 
tions and to habits, and customs of the 
population which no arguments on the part 
of temperance or other advocates in this 
House can alter. In Assam yon have a 
district, roughly speaking, of 400 miles 
long by fifty broad, four-fifths of which is 
over-grown by high tree or grass jungle. 
It possesses exceedingly scanty means 
of communication, and the population, 
which is so sparse that I think it is 
reckoned to be something like 100 to the 
square mile, lives not in villages, but 
in seattered houses, surrounded by 
jungle, and therefore with every facility 
for carrying on illicit manufacture either 
in their own homes or in the adjacent 
jungle. In addition, you have to con- 
sider the habits of this population. The 
hon. Gentleman opposite said—I think 
with reference to the Assam population— 
that they were not, on the whole, con- 
liquor. That, I believe, is 
perfectly true. The great mass of the 
native population of Assam are not 
addicted to the consumption of liquor to 
the same extent, perhaps, as the natives 
of India and elsewhere. 


sumers of 


Mr. CAINE: They are the chief 


customers of the opium and ganja shops. 


*EarL PERCY : The drug that they do 
use is not spirits, but ganja, which 
is exceedingly deleterious ; at any rate, 
it is a stronger compound than the ordinary 
liquor. I recollect that in his report for 
the year 1889 the Excise Commissioner 
expressed the opinion that it would be a 
positive advantage if the population 
which now consume opium and ganja 
could be weaned from the habit and 
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persuaded to drink the country spirit 
instead. The bulk of the native popula- 
tion of Assam consume, I believe, 
twice as much opium as the popula- 
tion of any other province in India, 
Besides them, you have a number of 
aboriginal or hill tribes, both in the 
north and in the south, and in no part, I 
believe, is the territory of these hill tribes 
divided from the tea plantations by a 
distance of more than twenty miles, 
These tribes have always been inveterate 
liquor drinkers in the past, and not merely 
drinkers of the ordinary beer which | 
believe the hon. Member thinks is harm- 
less—-for they are in the habit of sub- 
jecting fermented liquor to a further 
process of distillation, under which process 
it becomes a spirit of very considerable 
strength. In addition to the hill tribes 
and the ordinary population, you have 
half a million coolies imported every year 
from outside, from Bengal and the Lower 
Sonthals, who have all been accustomed to 
the ordinary facilities for obtaining liquor 
which obtain in every other part of India, 
and who, if the party represented by 
Sir H. Cotton are to be believed, are, 
owing to the low elass of wages offered, 
drawn from the lowers strata of the 
population. What would be the practical 
result of adopting a change, and 
introducing there the central distillery 
system under which a still-head duty 
is levied upon every gallon of spirits 
distilled in the distillery? In the 
first place, there is one very grave 
objection to the central distillery system, 
viz., that where it is adopted, the very 
fact that you ensure a fixed price per 
gallon of liquor is an obvious temptation 
to the distiller himself either to distil 
liquor outside the central distiilery or to 
smuggle outside free of duty the liquor 
he distils inside. For that reason the 
system requires a very large preventive 
force. 


Mr. CAINE: I hope the noble Lord 
does not think I advocate the central 
distillery system. 


*EarL PERCY: The hon. Member, I 
may point out, has made no practical pro- 
posals beyond reading outa series of very 
small suggestions which were not made by 
Mr. Buckingham himself, but were tabu- 
lated by him as a list of recommenda- 
tions which had from time to time been 
made by various advocates of reform. If 
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the hon. Gentleman does not wish me to 
pursue the topic of the central distillery 
system, I will only say that he is at one 
with us in thinking that all we can do is 
to consider the reforms which can be 
suggested for removing the evils attach- 
ing to the present system. That system 
has a great many disadvantages, 
but it, at any rate, has the great ad- 
vantage that it does enlist the in- 
terest of the liquor sellers on the side 
of the law, and they have exceptional 
means of ascertaining where the manufac- 
ture and smuggling of liquor is going on. 

What are the reforms suggested for 
removing the evils attaching to this 
system? Broadly speaking, I think 
they fall under three heads—(1) the 
reduction of the number of liquor 
shops, (2) more effective and adequate 
supervision, and (3) more careful analysis 
of the liquor supplied. As regards the 
last two points, there is no difference at 
all as to policy between the Govern- 
ment and the hon. Member. The only 
difference is a question of fact and of prac- 
tice—whether the reforms which the hon. 
Member suggests can be carried out or 
not. Take the question of analysis. We 
are all anxious that the system of 
analysis should be as strict as possible, 
and strict enough to detect the presence, 
if such there be, of deleterious ingredients. 
So far as the Excise Reports go, they do 
not indicate that the tests which have 
been applied have revealed the presence 
of any of these noxious ingredients, but 
the Excise Commissioner draws attention 
to the fact that it is quite true that 
these analyses in the past have not been 
directed to discovering the proportions of 
fusel oil in the liquor supplied. 
Fusel oil is present in considerable 
quantities in all liquors distilled at a 
high temperature, and the Commis- 
sion is at the present moment consider- 
ing how far a better quantitative test 
can be adopted. The authority quoted by 
the hon. Member opposite does not give 
details with regard to the presence 
of fusel oil. He states that there 
are large quantities, but he does not give 
the figures. [ may just mention in 
passing that if the hon. Member will 
look at the Excise Report of the 
administration of Assain for 1899-1900 
he will see that the strength of the 


ordinary country liquor is exceedingly | 
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low, there is only one case over proof, 
and the vast majority are 57, 52, 46 
and 72 under proof. 


Mr. CAINE: The noble Lord will find 
that the dilution is very largely done 
with water drawn from a source which 
is full of all sorts of germs of disease. 


* EarL PERCY: I know that one of 
the reforms suggested is that a purer 
water supply should be insisted upon. 
I am told, however, that the more 
process of distillation is supposed to get 
rid of most impurities. I will pass on 
| now to the question of supervision. Here, 
again, the question between us is one of 
practicability and not one of policy. The 
chief difficulty, as I have already ex- 
plained, is the enormous size of the area 
which has to be supervised, the very 
small staff which is available, and, what 
is more important, the limited a:ea from 
which that staff can be drawn owing to 
the unattractiveness of the Assam climate 
to the natives of other parts of India. In 
1889 it was pointed out that it was 
practically impossible in such a vast 
area, with a police force of only about 
one to every forty square miles, to 
suppress all illegalities, and the Deputy 
Commissioner said he did not believé any 
preventive force would achieve complete 
success under such circumstances. The 
hon. Gentleman alluded to the amount 
of the Excise revenue compared with 
the cost of the Excise stati, but those 
figures are not a _ reliable test, because 
neither the pay of the police nor of the 
land revenue officials, both of whom have 
Excise duties, come under the head of 
Excise expenditure. Allow me to say in 
conclusion on this point that I believe 
that the Chief Commissioner is at the 
present moment considering the possi- 
bility of appointing special officers to 
assist the Deputy Commissioners in this 
work. 


I pass on now tothe question of the re- 
duction of the number of shops. That 
is @ controversy with which we are all 
familiar at home. It is probable that there 
is some relation between the number of 
shops and the amount of drunkenness in 
a district. I do not want to discuss the 


general question, but it is obvious 
that in a_ district like Assam— 


which is exceedingly sparsely populated, 
T 
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and where the facilities for illicit; Mr. CAINE: I sent them to the noble 
traffic are so great the amount Lord three days ago. 

o. local demand and the number 


of shops required must be far more | 


accurately gauged by people on the spot 
than it can be gauged here. The gist 
of the charge against us is that we 
are pushing the sale and the consump- 
tion of liquor by a system of repeated 
auctions. The fact that the auctions 
have to be held over and over again in 
order to secure that the proper number 
of licences is taken up does not prove in 
any sense that the number of shops is in 
excess of local requirements. In the first 
place the hon. Member ignores the 
fact that the auction system is one 
of the few means we have of testing 
whether there is a local demand or not ; 
and, in the second place, the objection is 
theoretical rather than practical, 
because under the present system a man 
is only allowed to buy one shop, and the 
Government see that he does not 
sell liquor at any piace not mentioned in 
his contract, and the retail price of the 
liquor is strictly laid down. Therefore it 
is practically impossible for the licencee 
to diminish the cost of his liquor 
below the amount represented by the 
licence tax ‘“plus’’ the cost of pro- 
duction. On these occasions when 
auctions had to be held over and over 
again there has been a combination 
amongst the licencees to force down 
the price of licences and to obtain at a 
profit to themselves—at the cost of the 
revenue and, therefore, at the cost of the 
taxpayer—the right to sell liquor below 
the ordinary prices to the consumer. 
That is an object which we are bound to 
prohibit, both in the interest of the coolies 
themselves and in the cause of temper- 
ance. It is true that you cannot raise 
the price of liquor beyond a certain point 
without inducing illicit manufacture on 
a large scale, but I think the hon. 
Gentleman opposite would be the first to 
admit that the high price of liquor has, 
at all event, something to do with dis- 


couraging consumption and intemper- | 
given | 


ance. The hon. Member has 

a lot of figures, and I confess I was un- 

able to jot them down as he went 

along. It was almost impossible with the 

large number of figures which the hon. 

Member gave to check them straight off. 
Earl Percy. 


*EarL PERCY: I beg the hon. 
Member’s pardon, but I did not know 
that they were the same figures. I have 
a few figures here that I should like 
to ask his attention to. Take, for in- 
stance, the actual growth of the Excise 
revenue during the past ten years in 
India as a whole. Taking India as a 
whole, the Excise revenue increased from 
£3,300,000 in 1890-91 to £3,937,000 in 
1900-01. This shows an increase of only 
£600,000 in ten years, and this notwith- 
standing the fact that there has been an 
increase of 10,000,000 in the population, 
and that during that period there has been 
a stricter system under which illicit traffic 
has been largely prevented, that the 
duties on every kind of liquor and drugs, 
both country and foreign, have been 
considerably raised, and that the central 
distillery system has been widely 
extended. I come now to the Excise 
figures for Assam, and here the figures 
are inrupees. The increase in Assam is 
about 600,000 Rs., but of the total 
revenue of 2,933,390 Rs. only £720,870 
is supplied by liquor, the rest being 
supplied by drugs. It is true 
that the liquor revenue in Assam 
has more than doubled, and that the 
population has only increased by 12 per 
cent., and the hon. Gentleman attributes 
that apparently to the increase in the 
facilities for drinking. What is the fact! 
The number of shops in Assam in 
1889-90 was 1,723, and in 1900-01 the 
total was only 1,343. In India the total 
number of shops in 1889-90 was 113,259, 
and in the year 1900-01 the total was 
102,516. The average population per 
shop in India in 1889-90 was 1,950, 
whilst in 1900-01 the average was 2,250. 


‘If you take merely the shops in which 


the country liquor to which Mr. Buck- 
ingham principally refers is served, the 
number is only one to 7,000 of the popu- 


lation in India asa whole, whilst in Assam 


it is one to 26,419 of the population 
as compared with one shop to only 242 
‘in this country. Therefore, I do not 
think that the very sweeping indict- 
‘ment which has been made against the 
| Excise Administration by the hon. Gentle 
/man is borne out by the facts. I do not 


ideny that there is a case for inquiry, and 
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the Government has already instituted| perplexing considerations which he has 
one, but I do ask the House to believe| exhibited, holds out ample promise for 
that the defence I have endeavoured to put the future, upon which, I am sure, the 
before hon. Members is not a mere red-| House will join with me in congratulating 
tape apology for the conduct of the) him. 

Administration, but is fully borne out by | 
an authority whose sympathy with the) 


— is bey - a coe and who can-| shown in the Financial Statement of the 
not be accused of undue partiality —I Government of India for the year under 
mean Sir Henry Cotton. He says— | review would disappear, and a further 
“One word in conclusion on the drink ques-| severe strain placed on all the spare 


Until a very recent date, it seemed 
highly probable that the large surplus 


tion. This is merely a red herring which has 
been drawn across the discussion to divert 
attention from its real merits. No one will 
seriously suppose that 1 have ever taken steps 
to encourage drinking. I am thankful that in 


my time the hen fu of opium in Assam | 


has greatly decreased. But I cannot help the 
growth of the drinking population, which is 
really the immigrant population of the pro- 


resources of the country in the effort to 
relieve the distress from another famine 
more severe in its character than even 
those with which it had to combat in 
recent years. It seemed very likely that 
not only the population within our own 
territories in India, but a large portion 
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vince. I do not believe I have sanctioned a of the subjects of Native States, would 
angie cow Seer shop, cy me has, un-| have had to be succoured. If this had 
doubtedly, been an increase of drinking with | 1, pe AE we 
the increase of this population.” happened, I nap afraid that the energ) 
; hink that I q rewenn of all Indian administrators, and even 

- se . - ig a bey @ any) the attention of this House would have 
thing more to the testimony of so com-) had to be exclusively devoted to devising 
petent a witness. [ will only say in con- | ways and means for meeting a huge 
clusion that I think the House will prefer catastrophe. But the timely fall of he 
to await the result of the inquiry which monsoon rains this year has changed all 
the Government have already begun | ini, dismal prospect, and the promise of 
rather than accept off-hand the charges normal, if not abundant, crops, which 
which have been made by the hon. Gentle-| i) enable the country to retrieve the 
——_ | losses of the past years, is a matter for 
sincere thankfulness, enabling us tonight 
|to turn our attention to many other 
questions of paramount importance to 
our fellow - subjects in India. The 
name of such questions is legior, 
but it would be idle to treat them 
satleae | wholesale within the limited time 
EAST INDIA REVENUE accounts. | & the disposal of this House. Nor 
: " would it serve any useful purpose to 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned) 4, <, for I recognise that many 


: ; . tyres 
ee ‘wae = : te a of them which have been even men- 
ee : tioned here from time to time in 


the form of Questions can more fittingly 
| be left to the authorities in India for 

*(9.0.) Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWN- | consideration and disposal. I propose, 
AGGREE: Although, like many other hon, | therefore, to restrict my remarks tos 
Members, I have been waiting impatiently Night to three main topics, with regard 
for a turn in this debate, I wish for a| to Which the approval or intervention 
moment that an older Member was fol- | of Parliament is, in my judgment, likely 
lowing upon the noble Lord who spoke , t0 prove of solid service. The first of 
last ; for he would have, perhaps with | these is embodied in the Motion 
greater authority than I can command, | which stands in my name viz.: “That 
congratulated my noble friend on the | this House, while viewing with approval 
success of his first speech as Under Secre- | the efforts made by the Government of 
tary for India. The House is not un-| His Excellency Lord Curzon to obtain 
acquainted with the noble Lord’s elo-| reports and advice from experts on the 
quence, but the power of mastering the | subject of starting a scheme of technical 
details of a technical subject fraught with | instruction for the whole of India, is of 


T 2 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 





Question again proposed. 
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opinion that it is desirable, pending the 
inauguration of a complete scheme, to 
adopt immediate measures for the pre- 
servation, improvement, and encourage- 
ment of the existing industrial and 
agricultural occupations of the people 
of that country, and to establish classes 
in connection with existing schools for 
imparting elementary instruction to 
students in those pursuits.” 

It will be observed, Sir, that the first 
part of this Motion pledges the House 
to an approval of the steps adopted by Lord 
Curzon on this important question. No 
hon. Member who knows how earnestly 
the Viceroy has entered uponthe necessary 
preliminary inquiry, invited advice from 
experts, and himself laid down the broad 
propositions on which such investigation 
should be conducted and advice tendered, 
would be prepared to withhold approval 
of Lord Curzon’s action. At the same 
time, it must be freely admitted that an 
exhaustive investigation of a subject so 
complicated by the varying sentiments, 
needs, and conditions of the different 
communities which form what is called 
the Indian population, and the evolution 
of a complete project for the spread of 
technical education amongst them, must 
spread over a great length of time. On 
the other hand, it is now broadly 
recognised that every day almost the 
existing industries of the country are 
becoming enfeebled, and, in the face of 
foreign competition, losing ground so 
rapidly that their very existence is endan- 
gered. This may be said more especially of 
manufactured articles. Recent famines 
have proved two propositions to demon- 
stration. The first that agricultural occu- 
pation is over-manned, and that the pro- 
portion of the people dependent mainly 
on it must be reduced ; and that can be 
done in ene way, and one way alone— 
that is, by opening out other avenues of 
industry to the tiller of the soil. The other 
lesson forced upon us by the famines is 
that the methods of agriculture itself 
have to be improved. A knowledge of 
the differen: qualities of the soil, of its 
adaptability to the growth of various 
sorts of crops, of the use of improved 
implements, and a hundred other sub- 
jects allied to the science of agriculture, 
have to be taught to, at all events, the 
more intellectual among the large classes 
of cultivators, I doubt if there is any 
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means in any part of India where the 
son of even a well-to-do agriculturist or 
land owner can today obtain the most 
elementary knowledge of such important 
subjects). Among the wise proverbs or 
saws of India in the time of its former 
civilisation in the pre-British epoch, one 
which was of general acceptance and 
most acted upon was embraced in the 
two words “Oottum Kheti,”’ which 
meant that of all the callings agriculture 
was the most precious and best worth 
following. These words have lost their 
meaning today; and why? Because in 
spite of the changedconditionsof the times, 
with a population rapidly multiplying, and 
their wants and the consequent burden 
on their resources increasing, the culti- 
vator is left to his ancient methods of 
eking out a bare subsistence as best he 
can. It is of the utmost necessity to let 
in light and intelligence into his dark 
hut and unchanging lot. Oneman ina 
thousand brought up to a scientific train- 
ing in agriculture, who can analyse 
the clay, handle an improved harrow, 
know how to keep his cattle in good 
condition, and take account of the 
economic and natural conditions amid 
which he has to work, would prove a 
benefactor of the 999 who in normal 
times live from hand to mouth, and with 
the first touch of a drought lapse into 
abject helplessness. But where is this 
one man to acquire his training? [ say, 
Sir, without fear of contradiction, that 
there is no means at his disposal for the 
purpose. ‘True, there are a few classes, 
sparsely spread in the neighbourhood of 
some towns, meant to give agricultural 
instruction. -Evenif they were efficient, 
they are not numerous enough: but I go 
further, and maintain that, owing to the 
classof people from which the students are 
drawn, the idea of securing some official 
post with which they work, and other 
causes into which I cannot of course 
enter here, these desultory, heartless 
experiments yield no substantial results. 
What we want in India today is a 
multiplication of such a farm as I had 
the good fortune to see in Allahabad last 
January. By the efforts of a_ single 
individual, what was once a small farm 
for the use of the military has in the 
course of a very few years been turned 
into a large undertaking, comprising 
many hundreds of acres of land, and 
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giving employment to a large number| I now pass on to the second matter to 
of men, a good many of whom were| which I consider it necessary to invite 
rescued from famines. The organiser the attention of hon. Members. The 
of this enterprise was a military | treatment of the British Indian subjects 
officer who had some knowledge origin- | 12 South Africa and other colonies has, | 
ally of agricultural pursuits, which | @™ thankful to say, at last evoked the sym- 


enabled him to develop it, stage by | Pathy of the British public, and if they 
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stage, from a small experimental farm 
into what is today a model and highly 


reproductive institution, having well- | 


equipped departments for all kinds of 
dairy produce, and breeding fine stock of 
cattle which would bear favourable com 
parison with anything of the kind in 
this country. This gentleman has not 
only conquered the difficulties of climate, 
and introduced such new industries as 
the manufacture of bacon, but drawn to 
his work many willing hands from ';the 


agriculturists of surrounding districts | 


by his kindly treatment and such con- 
cession to their feelings as abstaining 
from killing cows reared on the farm. 
It is teachers of this gentleman’s type 
and the instruction which can be obtained 
on his farm, that India is sorely in need of, 
and I do not see why what has been shown 
to be possible in Allahabad should 
not be multiplied in every province of 
India. The country should be dotted 
over with such model farms. Then, 
with regard to what might be done for 
training in manufactures on a small 
scale, I would instance the methods 
pursued by the American Mission in the 
Deccan. This missionalsorescued a goodly 
number of waifs and strays in the recent 
famine years, clothed and fed them, and 
side by side with giving themthe necessary 
elementary education, trained them to 
such industries as carpet-weaving and 
metal work in small workshops attached 
to their schools. Almost every child put 
to this sort of training has in a very 
short time been able to earn enough for 
its livelihood. This, therefore, is a, an 
object-lesson which might be very widely 


imitated in connection with many of our | 


smaller schools in India. I mention 


these matters in support of the Motion | 
to which I have invited the attention of | 
the House, and the sympathetic manner | 


in which it is received will, I feel sure, en- 
courage the Government of Lord Curzon 
to evolve the larger project of technical 


instruction to which it is pledged, and | 


also induce it to take immediate measures 
in the direction i have ventured to 
suggest. 


| were fully acquainted with the nature of the 
| disabilities imposed upon these our fellow- 
subjects in certain parts of the Empire, 
| their sense of justice would positively 
/revolt against the stigma unnecessarily 
cast upon a docile and law-abiding com- 
/munity. I shall briefly recount some 
of the restrictions imposed on them- 
A British Indian subject in the Trans. 
_vaal would be required (a) to take out 
a registration ticket on payment of £3 ; 
(b) take out a 1s. pass before travelling 
in a railway carriage ; (¢) not to walk 
on footpaths ; (¢d) not to reside except in 
certain locations ; (¢) not to own landed 
property ; (/) not to trade or farm on his 
own account ; and so forth. These disabili- 
ties were imposed on them by the late Boer 
administration, but with the introduction 
of our rule they do not seem to have 
disappeared. And it naturally fills all 
India with concern that if, whenthe new 
Colonies are yet under the direct adminis- 
tration of the Imperial Government, these 
restrictions are not removed, later on 
they might be perpetuated. Sir, this 
sort of legislation by the Boers and in 
our own Colonies is not based on 
any economic considerations. It is 
simply the result of prejudice, aye, of 
hatred, towards the people of India on 
the part of the settlers. It is unreason- 
ing and uncalled for. I need not labour 
this point, because I know that both 
the Secretaries for India and for the 
Colonies have looked upon it with dis- 
approval and disgust. And I must here 
acknowledge with gratitude the promise 
given by the noble Lord only the other 
day to a deputation which waited on 
him, to do all he could to secure redress 
for this great grievance. I was dis- 
‘appointed that at the Conference of the 
Colonial Premiers this question was not 
discussed. But during the forthcoming 
visit of the Colonial Secretary to Africa, 
‘I trust the right hon. Gentleman will 
|make it a point to discuss it on the 
| spot, and induce the Colonial authorities 
‘to extend that fair treatment to the 
| Indian subjects of His Majesty which has 
| been heretofore denied them. It is said 
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that the Colonies being self-governing, | expressing a fervent hope that in the 
the Imperial Government is unable to in- | consideration of it the contribution of 
terfere in this matter. I cannot admit India to the military needs of the Empire, 
that plea. Self-government carries with and the help she has ungrudgingly 
it certain rights, but italsoimposes certain | given in men and material resources 
responsibilities. And if the Colonies! to it in times of stress, will be fully 
refuse to recognise the responsibility of taken into account. Lord Curzon 
treating India with justice and with | voiced the sentiment of the whole of the 
courtesy, in accordance with the pledges people of India when in his masterly 
given to her people by the Crown for equal | speech on the last Budget he said in re- 
treatment and fair play,they are trampling | ference to this subject— 
upon the noble and sacred traditions of | 
the British Constitution. I still hope | PN iti u 

° A . e Imperial system, and the services ren- 
that the combined action of the Secre- | dered by us in time of trouble, may not be 
taries for India and the Colonies will | forgotten by the British nation, and that they 
induce them to desist, and that the great | may find in it, when the occasion arises, good 
personal influence of the Colonial Minister | 8T°%4S for reciprocal generosity and help. 
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‘* We beg that the !part played by India in 


and the good sense of the better classes | 


of the Colonies will prevail over the 
prejudice of the lower population, which 
is at the bottom of this harsh treatment 
of their Indian fellow-subjects. If this 


expectation is not soon realised, then I | 


submit, and I do so with regret, that it 


will be the duty of the noble Lord, as the | 


protector of the rights and liberties of 
the people of India, to call upon the 
Indian administration to adopt such 


reciprocity in legislation as may place | 
the people of those Colonies under the 


same ban in India that they persist in 
imposing upon her people within their 
own jurisdiction. 
serve to protect the loyal and unoffend 
ing millions of His Majesty’s Indian 
Empire from the slur which the legisla- 
ture of the Colonies has sought to cast on 
them as unfit to enjoy the ordinary 
rights of British citizens. 


In referring to the third subject which | 


I wished to submit to the consideration 
of the House, I am glad that the state- 
ment made by the noble Lord already 
with regard to it enables me to dispense 


with any longargument. Iftheincreased | 
scale of pay of the British soldier sanc- | 


tioned by this House were to be levied 
from the Indian Exchequer also, it would 
impose a fresh burden which India can ill 
bear, nor ought she in justice to be asked 
to bear. I note with satisfaction that 
the noble Lord is in agreement with the 
Government of India in resisting the 
claim put forward on this head by the 
War Office, and that the difference is 
referred to the arbitration of the Lord 


Chief Justice. I therefore do not feel at. 


liberty to discuss this question, beyond 
Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree, 


That, at all events, will | 


In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I would 
associate myself with my noble friend in 
the splendid sentiments he has expressed 
with reference to the great Coronation 
Durbar to be held at Delhi next month. 
His unstinted tribute to the loyalty of the 
Princes and people of India, of which he 
has had personal experience, ‘will be 
highly appreciated by them, as from my 
own life-long experience I can say it is 
fully deserved. And apart from the 
grandeur and magnificence of the historical 
function to which they look forward with 
pleasure, I am sure that its true inward- 
ness, as explained by him to the House, 
will strike the minds of the chiefs and the 
population at large, and bind them in 
still closer attachment to the throne and 
person of the King-Emperor. I thank the 
House for the sympathy with which it has 
listened to the few questions which I have 
submitted to its consideration as bearing 
in the immediate future on their wells 
being, and I trust therefore it will endorse 
an appeal which I think it right to make to 
His Majesty’s Government. The Secre- 
tary of State has spoken in the highest 
terms of praise, but none too high, of the 
work done by Lord Curzon during the 
four years of his Viceroyalty. He 
has penetrated into every detail of the 
Indian administration, grasped the most 
complicated questions with an ability 
unsurpassed by any of his predecessors, 
and without seeking popularity, has 
treated the people of India with such 
sympathy and frankness that he has 
become endeared to them. With the 
view of solving many problems of inter- 
nal administration, and devising schemes 
of general benefit, he has appointed 
Commissions and instituted inquiries 
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on many subjects. 
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completed, and before the work 
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It will take some | 
time before these investigations | 
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£800,000) on fresh expenditure, while 
there has been no important remission of 
taxation. We are always told of the 


of construction to be based upon | danger of counting on the continuance of 


their results can be undertaken. I am) 
alraid the one year left to his term of | 
office will not suffice for that purpose. | 
And my appeal to Government is to | 
consider whether it would not be right | 
to induce Lord Curzon to stay a couple | 
of years beyond that term inIndia. No} 
one can deal better with the conclusions | 
of the inquiries I have alluded to than | 
the author of them, so that his longer | 
tenure, while it would be a well-deserved | 
compliment to his sterling ability and | 
successful administration, would secure 
to the people of India the fruition of 
those seeds which he has sown for the 
last four years with unceasing energy for 
their benefit. 


* (9.50.) Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) : 
| am sure that many Members on 
both sides of the House must have 
shared the honest indignation which 
the hon. Member for North East 
Bethnal Green has given expression to 
in regard to the treatment which some 
of our Indian fellow-subjects have met 
with in South Africa. I beg to congratu- 
late the noble Lord the Under Secretary 
for India on the success of his Ministerial 
début, and I hope that whenever his 
Party is in power that speech will only 
be a prelude to a long and distinguished 
career. I want to deal with certain 
larger aspects of the position in India. I 
feel some doubt as to the extraordinary 
prosperity which India is supposed to be 
enjoying at the present time, although I 
shall be only too glad if my doubt can 
be removed. The noble Lord the Secre- 
tary for India was very positive as to the 
prosperity of India. 

Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: All I 
said was that there were indications of 
reviving prosperity. 


* Mr. EMMOTT: I am very glad to 
hear the noble Lord’s explanation, and I 
am very sorry if I have in any way mis- 
represented him. A very careful study 
of this year’s Finanvial Statement has left 
me dubious on the point of the prosperity 
of India. There was a huge surplus last 
year, and a smaller surplus in the three 
previous years, and yet all these sur- 
pluses have been whittled away (except 


| of a people ? 


last year’s prosperity. What struck me 
in regard to this year’s Financial Statement 
is that it speaks with two voices. That 
was my general impression on the first 
reading of it, and I think it was a fair 
one. The general impression is confirmed 
by a study in detail, and I would like to 
enter into some length in regard to two 
matters. First, as regards Customs. On 
page 5 of the Financial Statement, 
paragraph 15, it is said— 

“‘ Now we have heard a good many arguments 
about the poverty or prosperity of India ; but I 
have not seen or heard any founded on the 
growth or falling off of our imports. And yet, 
what greater test can there be of progress or 
decay than the consuming and purchasing power 
India has this year shown clearly 
that its consuming and purchasing power is 
rapidly increasing, and when we examine the 
classes of articles for which this increasing 
demand has mainly arisen, and for which this 
increasing purchasing power has been found, it 
is evident that it is not the wants or the con- 
tents of the pockets of the European population 
that have appreciably affected the result. It 
must be admitted by the most sceptical that it 
is the requirements and the purchasing power 
of the indigenous population which are alone 
practically responsible for the satisfactory 
results attained. We have here then a definite 
fact which cannot be explained away.” 

And yet, if one looks at page 9 of the 
Statement, paragraph 36, the explana- 
tion is found. It says— 

‘“We can hardly expect the extraordinary 
increase under this head, already noted and 
commented upon, to be consistently main- 
tained, and it would seem prudent to allow 
for the possibility of even some falling off in 
Customs receipts next year. It must be re- 
membered that we have no means of ascertain- 
ing with certainty whether the market is over- 
stocked or otherwise with such articles as piece 
goods and petroleum. We accordingly ‘ake, 
as compared with 1901 and 1902, the reduced 
figures of £3,600,000.” 

The House will see that these two 
statements really modify one another 
very considerably. On the question of 
railways, it is stated that the chief 
increase arises from two railways which 
could not be counted on for the future ; 
while in another paragraph it is said 
that there was an all-round increase 
which may be counted on in the future. 

I think I have proved that the State- 
ment does speak with two voices. But 
is there any reason for these two voices? 
I think that if the present year’s sur- 
plus is largely a currency surplus, and 

—/? 
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is due to a cause which has operated 
against the prosperity of trade in India, 
then both voices are amply justified. 
I am going to show that the surplus 
this year is only in small part due to 
the prosperity of India. I mean that 
the prosperity of India relatively to 
other countries is a subject of the gravest 
doubt. For twenty years before 1895 
there was a steadily falling rupee. This 
was good for trade. It stimulated the 
export trade, but it was bad for the Indian 
Government which had to pay the 
interest on Indian loans in gold. The 
falling rupee also meant the diminution 
of the income of officials, part of whose 
salaries had to be remitted home in 
gold. The flow of capital from England 
was likewise impeded by the constantly 
falling exchange. There were some- 
times deficits, and there were constantly 
fears of deficits. These fears were often 
exaggerated ; and there was no better 
proof of that than that in the year 
1895-96—the first of the cotton duties— 
there was a surplus greater than the 
cotton duties provided. But still there 
is no doubt of the fact that new taxes 
were needed during these twenty years ; 
and they were imposed to the extent of 
between £5,000,000 and £6,000,000. The 
plincipal items of increase were theincome 
tax in 1886; salt tax in June 1888; the 
5 per cent. duty of 1893-94, and the cotton 
duties early in 1895. Now, when these 
later taxes were put on, each drop of 1d. 
in the rupee meant one and a half crores, 
roughly speaking, or £1,000,000 sterling, 
and all this new taxation has been kept 
on. Is it difficult to understand why the 
Government of India is prosperous? The 
1upee came down to Is. 6d. 1s. 4d., 
ls. 3d. and 1s. 1d., and fresh taxes were 
put on when the rupee was at ls. 1d., and 
the new taxes were kept on when the 
rupee rose to ls. 4d. In 1895-96 the 
average rate for bills was 1s. 1°6381d., 
and there was then a surplus of one and 
a half crores, or £1,000,000. The mere 
rise of the rupee to 1s. 4d. means a surplus 
this year of £3,400,000. If that were 
added to the cost which the Indian Ex- 
chequer saved last year by the large use 
made of the Indian troops in South 
Africa, the large balance mentioned by 
the noble Lord would be arrived at. At 


or 


any rate, so long as the extra taxation for 
the great fall of the rupee from 1892 to 


1895 is kept on, there must, in ordinary 
Mr, Emmett. 
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years, be a big surplus, unless India is posi- 
tively going backwards. One must, there- 
fore, treat that question of the prosperity of 
India by other criteria than that of the 
Government Financial Statement. 
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Now I come to the second point—the 
question of whether, having regard to other 
criteria, India is advancing or not. Here 
let me say that I see no reason to doubt 
that India is advancing slowly. Iam no 
pessimist on this matter: but the ques- 
tion of prosperity is a relative question. 
Generally all nations are advancing in 
prosperity. The question of whether 
India is advancing relatively with others 
is the point on which I wish to say a few 
words. First, Did India’s trade behave 
like others in the gross, and second, how 
is it now in detail? The great facts of 
the last decade are that there was bad 
trade from 1890 to 1895, and an extra- 
ordinary increase of prosperity from 1895 
to 1900. I take the foreign trade of India 
as a whole, and compare it with that of 
the four gold standard countries—Eng- 
land, Germany, France and the United 
States, for the two quinquennial periods— 
1890-95 and 1895-1900. In the first 
period the foreign trade of England de- 
creased 6 per cent.; of Germany 1 per 
cent., of France 13 per cent., and of the 
United States 7 per cent., whilst that of 
India increased 9 per cent. This was 
when there was a falling rupee in India, 
and the country was faced with bank- 
ruptcy. Now take the second period— 
1895-1900 —the foreign trade of England 
increased 25 per cent., of Germany 40 per 
cent., of France 25 per cent., and of the 
United States 50 per cent., whilst that of 
India only increased by a beggarly 1 
per cent. There is no other civilised 
country that I know of in which the 
foreign trade increased so little. Take 
any other criteria of prosperity ; popula- 
tion: that did not increase largely ; the 
salt tax: there was a greater increase 
in that between 1890 and 1895 than since. 
On page 208 of the Financial Statement, 
Sir E. Law, complaining of some statistics 
used by Mr. Gokhale says— 


‘It is clear that, for a fair comparison, excep- 
tional periods of famine should be excluded, I 
think that a comparison between two seven- 
year periods (normal agricultural cycles) ex- 
cluding very recent famines, would be much 
more reasonable. If we take two such suc- 
cessive periods 1882-83 to 1888-89 and 1889- 
90 to 1895-96 that is to say up to the date of 
the first terrible famine, we find that all my 
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hon. colleague’s calculations are entirely upset, 
and the results, following his method are in 
many cases completely reversed.’ 


But that explanation entirely ignores 
the whole point of the case. The point 
of Mr. Gokhale’s case is that the raising 
of the rupee from 1s. 1d. tols. 4d. had, 
at any rate during the time it was in 
operation, been practically a contraction 
of the currency of India, which must 


have told, as it did tell, on the producing | 


revenue of India; and any comparison 
between two periods entirely misses the 
point of Mr. Gokhale’s criticism. 


if [hadhadmoretimeIshould have liked 
to treat all the numerous trades in detail ; 
but, as it is, I will only refer to one or 
two. It is true that the coal trade has 
been satisfactory; but that is only a 
small matter. Again, although the acre- 
age under jute has decreased, the jute 
trade is still flourishing. It is also stated 
that cotton has found a ready sale. Of 
course it has, because of the great short- 
age of cotton in the markets of the 
world; but there is no tendency to 
increase the acreage of the land produc- 
ing cotton in India. With regard to the 
cotton industry generally, it is stated 
that it is a little better. That is perfectly 
true; but what i wish to remind the 
House of is that up tothe time of the 
currency changes there was an inter- 
rupted increase, but that since these 
changes were introduced there has been 
the most serious crisis in the cotton 
industry in India that has ever occurred 
since its foundation. I have looked 
recently at the report of six mills of 
Greaves, Cotton & Co., and in these mills, 
aiter a deduction for depreciation, there 
was a loss last year of 405,535 rupees or 
an average of £4,500 sterling per annum 
for each mill. I should like in this 
connection to read an extract from a 
speech delivered by Mr. Moses, who is a 
commercial member of the Government 
ot Bombay’s Council. At the annual 
meeting of the Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce, Mr. Moses said— 


“Our mill industry, in which no less than | 


fifteen million sterling is invested, which 
was flourishing before the 
has since been gradually decaying, until it has 


now reached the brink of bankruptcy. No | 


less than fourteen mills are about to be 
liquidated, and some of them, brand new ones, 
were knocked down at the hammer. realising 
only one-third of their orizinal cost.” 
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closing of the mills, | 
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One of the difficulties of this matter is that 
silver is still dropping in the Far East ; 
and so the trade of India with the Far 
East is further jeopardised. Mr. Moses 
proceeds— 

‘* Our exchanges with the Far East have been 
following in the wake of silver on the lower 
basis, thus rendering our trade with that 
country (China) unprofitable. This has been 
going on year by year until the trade is now 
almust paralysed. The mills are obliged to 
export to China what they produce, whether 
on their own account or by selling to the China 
! merchants ; but the results to all concerned 

have been all the same unremunerative, as they 
were not able to obtain sufficiently high dollar 
prices from John Chinaman commensurate with 
the fall in exchange.” 

I wish the House to understand that that is 
the opinion of one of the chief commercial 
men in India at the present time. 

I will not weary the House with details 
of other trades, although I should liked 
to deal with them. I shall, however, be 
naturally asked what is the conclusion I 
draw from the facts I have stated. It is 
a very simple one. I think that the 
raising of the rupee to Is. 4d. has helped 
the Government of India, but that there 
is another side to the question. I think 
the raising of the rupee has caused a 
contraction of the currency, which has 
been bad for the producing classes of 
India—perhaps only temporarily bad, but 
it has been bad ; and is sure to tell and 
indeed has told in the misfortunes which 
have overtaken some of the great export 
trades of India. In the Government 
Financial Statement we read of overflowing 
coffers, and they are inclined to minimise 
the disastrous effect of the currency 
changes on commerce. Yet an uneasy 
feeling that allis not well peeps out in 
theofficial Financial Statement, if it be read 
carefully. Do I seek to restore the old 
currency system in India? Certainly not. 
But I do urge that there should be an 
inquiry into the effect of the currency 
changes in India on the trade of India. 
There are certain patent considerations 
which ought to be inquired into. In the 
first place, trade has been bad in India 
while it has been good elsewhere. That 
is a somewhat serious matter. Secondly, 
capital is not flowing into India, although 
we were told that if the rupee were stable 
capital would follow it. Capital has not 
flown into India because it cannot obtain 
a reasonable return. Lastly, the present 
state of the currency cannot be permanent, 
and has certain dangers of its own which 
cannot beignored. The standard of India 
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is the most extraordinary in the world. | regard to this matter, I naturally rebut 
It is neither gold nor silver nor irredeem- | the charge of selfishness on the part of 
able paper. It is irredeemable silver | Lancashire; and I would invite hon. 
with a fancy value given to it, at the | Members opposite who are landowners, 
suggestion of a Royal Commission, by the | and who supported the Agricultural Rates 
fiat of the Government of India ; and yet | Act, to throw stones at Lancashire if they 
some people are still alive in the world | can. Only afew months ago the noble 
who think you cannot alter the value of | Lord, at a distribution of prizes at Coopers 


{10 NovEMBER 1902} 





currency by legislation or administration. | Hill, used this observation— 


But there are possible dangers ‘in regard | 


“So far as outward appearances were con- 


to the Indian currency. Silver is still | cerned the Indian Government had steadily 


falling ; the chasm between the rupee and | 
the intrinsic value of silver is widening ; | 
and that interferes with our national | 
market in the Far East. There is also | 
another serious danger in a country 
where the people are experts in metal 
work. There is danger of illicit coinage, 
on which there is a profit of 50 per. 
cent. to the coiner who is not discovered. 
I want to urge in relation to this matter | 


that as the raising of the rupee has helped | 


the Government of India, and has, at all 
events temporarily, injured the trade of 
India, the Government should now help 
trade by a reduction of taxation. More 
money may be required for education and | 
sanitation, but the chief need is the 
reduction of taxation. Next year we 
shall probably have another large surplus ; 
but there are many taxes which urgently 
require to be dealt with. There is, ior 
instance, the income tax on small incomes. 
I think it is a great pity that income tax 
is raised in India on incomes over 500 
rupees ; I believe that if the limit of tax- 
able incomes could be increased, a great 
deal of the blackmail now levied by 
certain of the assessors would be immedi- 
ately stopped, inasmuch as men with in- 
comes of 1,000 rupees would be better 
able to look after themselves and resist 
blackmail than a man with only an income 
of 500 rupees. Then the Excise duty on 
cotton goods is greatly complained of ; as 
are also the import duties. The Secre- 
tary of State is doubly and trebly pledged 
to deal with this question, when the time 
comes for the remission of taxation. I 
do not say that it should be the first tax 
to be remitted. I believe that the re- 
mission of the increase in the salt tax 
should precede it. Lancashire is sup- 
posed to be very selfish in regard to these 
import duties; but I, as a Lancashire 
Member, would be prepared to remit the 
extra salt tax before I would remit the 
cotton duties. However, as far as I can 
see, there will be a sufficient surplus to 
deal with both before very long. In 


Mr. Emmett. 


‘increased military expenditure. 


advanced in the path of progress and higher 
civilisation. But, on the other hand, he hadan 
unpleasant feeling in his mind that, notwith- 
standing all this great progress, the relations be- 
tween governed and Government had not im- 


| proved in a corresponding ratio.” 

| That is a very serious statement as comin 
y 8 

|from the noble Lord, and I only want to 


say in reference to it, that we ought as 
far as possible to consult the wishes 
of India in order to avoid any unnecessary 
friction. The question of the expense of 
the reception of the native princes is 
eminently a case in point. The noble 
Lord has put a new view on that 
question now; but it is a pity that the 
suggestion was ever made that that ex- 
pense should be charged on the Treasury 
of India. Then there is the question of 
That is 
a very difficult question; but I do not 
think that the present is a very suitable 
time, if it can be avoided, for any large 
increase in military expenditure in India. 
There is another small question which is 
causing a great deal of trouble in India. 
I think I mentioned it two years ago, and 
that is, that owing to the fall in the price in 
silver, natives, when they want to realise 
their ornaments, get very much less for 
them than they did before the price of 
silver dropped, and they are also very often 
defrauded by native dealers who make a 
profit out of the ornaments. That is a 
little question arising out of the currency 
changes, but it is causing a great deal of 
friction in India. 

I must apologise, Sir, for the 
length at which [ have detained the 
House; but it is very difficult to 
speak on Indian questions at any 
reasonable length. I hope I have not 
dealt with the subject in any partisan 
spirit. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Wolverhampton once 
said, ‘‘ We areall Members for India,” but 
sometimes I think good friends of India 
have asked too much in the way of heroic 
measures and drastic changes. It seems 
to me that it is not a question of heroic 
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measures or drastic changes, but a ques- 
tion of close attention to detail at a time 
when it is necessary to give the utmost 
attention to the development of the 
commerce and industries of India. Iam 
encouraged by the greater interest shown 
in this debate tonight. I believe that 
there is rising up in this country and in 
this House a set of men who are willing 
to push reform in India on moderate 
lines, who are as free from sentimentalism 
as from selfishness, and who aim only at 
the good of India, and through that at 
the good of the Empire at large. 


*(10.15.) Sm EDGAR VINCENT 
(Exeter) : [am in the unfortunate position 
of differing from a great many of the 
views put forward in the interesting 
speech which has just been delivered. 
The hon. Gentleman who has just 
spoken threw doubt on the reality of 
the prosperity of India. It appears 
to me that that prosperity is abso'utely 
proved, first of all by the large figures 
of imports, the largest on record; by 
the high level at which the exports 
of India have been maintained, notwith- 
standing alterations in currency; and, 
still further, by the continued increase 
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time in reducing taxation. It appears 
to me that if the surplus is based on 
such an insecure foundation as he 
suggests, it is somewhat illogical to 
suppose that the Government should 
abandon a considerable portion of their 
revenue. On this particular point, I 
venture also with great diffidence to 
differ from the view expressed by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Wolverhompton. He also pressed 
the Secretary of State to lose no time 
in conceding a large reduction in, or 
perhaps the abolition of, the salt tax. 
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Sir HENRY FOWLER: The removal 
of the excess duty. 


Sir EDGAR VINCENT: Yes; and I 
am with the right hon. Gentleman so 
far that, when the time comes for the 
reduction of taxation, I willingly con- 
cede that the salt tax is one which 
deserves the attention of the Indian 
Government. But I venture to sug- 
gest that India has only within the last 
two years recovered her financial 
prosperity. She has been through a 


fens long period, I will not say of 


unsound, but of insecure and doubtful 


in the amount of treasure imported | finance, and I would urge on the noble 


every year. The hon. Member is 
further inclined to attribute the | 
absence of prosperity to the recent | 
currency reform. I venture to lay | 
before the House the view that the | 
prosperity of India has been enor- | 
mously enhanced by the great reforms | 
which have been adopted by se 
Government, on the recommendation 


Lord that no measure for the diminu- 
tion of the revenues of the Indian 
Government should be entertained until 
financial prosperity is established on a 
sound and secure basis. I would ven- 
ture to lay before the House three 
grounds on which I base my suggestion. 
The first is that it is admitted on all 
sides that an elastic administration of 


of the Committee presided over by} the land tax is among the most im- 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member | portant requirements of the pro-perity 
for East Wolverhampton. I believe that |of the country; and to administer the 
the prosperity of India has been for many | land tax in an elastic manner you re- 
years obscured—if I may use the term | quire to have a large surplus of revenue 
—by the violent fluctuations in ex-| to pull and haul. If you are pushed to 
change previous to the reform enacted make both ends meet, you are compelled, 
two years ago, and that the real|in order to get in revenue, to press in 
prosperity of the country was perhaps | provinces where you had uch better 
greater than it appeared on the surface. | make remissions. The second reason 
But it is only since the exchange has|is that we had from the noble Lord 
been fixed at a comparatively steady | tonight the statement that the in- 





level that the world has been able to 
Perceive what the real advance of 
India has been. The hon. Gentleman, 
although he di-believed in the 
prosperity of India, suggested to the 
Government that they should lose no 








debtedness of the peasantry of India 
has largely increased, and that special 
measures may be required in order to 
meet this growing evil. These measures 
can only be by the remission of revenue, 
and in an elastic administration of the 
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whole scheme of taxation. My third 
reason is that the danger in India of 
maintaining taxation at a comparatively 
high level is incomparably less than the 
danger, having once remitted taxation, 
of having to re-impose it. In an 
Oriental country there is no measure 
so likely to cause discontent, so likely 
to throw suspicion on the wisdom of 
the Government, as what I might term 
fiddling with taxation. First reducing 
taxation and then increasing it upsets 
the balance of your Budget and destroys 
the confidence of the tax-paying popula 
tion in your wisdom. In dealing with 
the tax-paying community in India, and 
with the general wealth of the country, 
it must never be forgotten that we 
have there a population which is not 
only poor but which is also improvident. 
In European countries a succession of 
good crops, a year or two of prosperity, 
increases the power of the people to 
resist subsequent troubles that may 
come upon them; but in India the 
increase of capital and all the reserve 
forces produced by two or three years 
of prosperity are incomparably less. As 
the taxpayer, as an individual and as a 
community, is improvident, so, I sub- 
mit, the Government must to a certain 
extent be provident and farseeing for 
him, and the necessity which, I think, 
hes on all Governments of creating re- 
serves is particularly important in the 
case of the Indian Government. 


Now, although the noble Lord has stated 
that the accumulated surplus of the last 
three years, including the currency 
reserve, was something between eleven 
and eighteen millions sterling, yet 
believe the real invested funds do not 
exceed three and a half millions. May 
I suggest to the Indian Government 
as a possible policy and as a_ wise 
policy that, except in cases of great 
urgency, or of taxes which bear 
with exceptional injustice on the popu- 
lation, they should, as far as possible, 
aim at creating a reserve of ten millions 
sterling in the currency and reserve ten 
millions sterling in the famine reserve ; and 
when they havethese accumulated reserves 
it will be then time enough to consider in 
what way the taxation of the country can 
be best diminished and the tax-paying 
community relieved. 


Sir Edgar Vincent. 
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‘question on which I would venture to 
submit a few observations. The hon. 
Gentleman opposite spoke of the desira- 
bility of increasing interest in this House 
‘in the administration of our Indian 
Empire; and I think the general tone 
this evening has been in the direction of 
_a desire for increased facilities for debate. 
I ventured to submit that discussion in 
the House, interesting though it has been, 
| particularly this evening, is necessarily 
rather discursive, and hardly any of the 
points touched are thoroughly elucidated. 
I would submit, as an alternative pro- 
posal, if increased attention to Indian 
affairs is desirable, that that increased 
attention should be given either in the 
form of further examination by Select 
Committees on specific problems of Indian 
administration, or that we should revert to 
the old system in vogue at the time of the 
East India Company. Previous to 1858 
each renewal of the Charter of the Com- 
pany, which was every twenty years, was 
preceded by a thorough examination of 
the progress of India and of the develop- 
ment of Indian administration during the 
preceding period. I will not weary the 
House with an enumeration of the dis- 
tinguished Members who have served on 
these Commissions ; but almost every name 
of great eminence in the House of Commons 
during the first half of the nineteenth 
century would be found on the records of 
these Commissions. Peel, Wellington, 
Disraeli, Gladstone, Palmerston, and 
Cobden formed part of them. Whether 
a period of twenty years be too long 
or too short, I submit that there would 
be a very real advantage in considering 
the possibility of re-establishing an ex- 
amination of this kind. I have no doubt 
that it would tend to the advantage of all 
parties ; the people of India would see 
in it a guarantee of fairness, and even 
of generosity; this country would ob 
tain a guarantee that its benevolent 
intentions towards India were executed; 
the Indian administration, which I be 
‘lieve to be one of the most beneficent 
of human institutions, would place in a 
clear light the fact that they are the 
| protectors and not the oppressors of the 
people of India, their guardians rather 
than their masters, and that they do 
their utmost to secure the prosperity of 
| the vast population committed to their 
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*(10.30.) Logrp GEORGE HAMILTON: | 
The understanding which was arrived at 
at an earlier hour was, [ think, that this 
debate should close in time to allow the 
Appropriation Bill to be considered, and 
[ rise now only to answer the several 
questions that have been put to me. 
The right hon. Gentleman expressed his 
dissatistaction with the existing system 
of administration and promotion of 
railways in India. I entirely agree with 
the right hon. Gentleman. One part of 
the administration in India with which 
I am least satisfied is that which relates 
to the promotion of railways. The 
Government of India is not an easy 
machine to work, but, though the 
machinery is somewhat cumbrous, | 
doubt whether we could devise a better 
system for dealing with the multifarious 
affairs which have to be settled by the 
Viceroy and the Council in India, and the 
Secretary of State and the Council in 
London. But the two tribunals are 
eminently disqualified from dealing with 
commercial questions which require a 
prompt reply. The railways are either 
State managed or managed by companies 
with agents in India and directors in 
England, and the consequence is that 
that there is a see-saw, a shuttlecock 
kind of transaction going on which is 
almost inevitable in the circumstances, 
and which I think has been an obstacle 
to private enterprise promoting railroads 
such as might not have been the case 
had another system prevailed. Eighteen 
months ago we appointed a gentleman 
of great experience—Mr. Robertson—to 
investigate into the management of 
railways. He has devoted a_ great 
deal of time to that question, assisted 
by the officials in India. Mr. Robert- 
son has been to America to look into 
the working of the railway system 
there, and now he is about to proceed 
to India to make his final Report. On 
that Report, Lord Curzon will have 
suggestions to make, and they will 
probably go in the direction of excluding, 
as far as possible, railway administration 
from the general administration of the 
Government, so as to get gentlemen who 
are experts to devote their time and 
attention to this particular business 
without being mixed up in the other 
multifarious transactions of the Govern- 
ment, I am confident that we will 
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_prompt reply can be given 
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never get private enterprise to embark 
in railways in India unless a more 
to the 
suggestions which are made. The 
question, however, is not an easy one, 
because the -ecurity at present for all 
railway enterprise is the security 
of the Indian Revenues, and, therefore, 
it is impossible altogether to disconnect 
railway finance from the general finance of 
India. But the Government will travel 
as far as they possibly can in the direction 
suggested by the right hon. Gentleman, 
and I think that this will be in accordance 
with the views of men of business. [ 
think that I heard in the speech of the 
hon. Member for Oldham a little echo of 
the Bi-metallic League. A good many of 
the propositions put forward are familiar 
to us. [ Mr. Emmott: “ The noble lord 
was a sympathiser in the old days.”] We 
sometimes get wiser as we grow older. 
3ut_ the hon. Member criticised the 
standard of value in India. A remark 
was made the other day by an Indian 
official, the head of the Statistical Depart- 
ment. He said that during the past year 
the exchange value of the rupee had been 
as stable inside and outside India as the 
exchange value of the silver coins in 
currency in France. I do not think that 
we can pay a higher compliment to the 
system established in India. When we 
are told that a fall in exchange encourages 
trade and a stable exchange discourages 
trade, I would point out that the falling 
rupee only encourages trade so long as 
it is falling. When it stops, the matter 
re-adjusts itself ; and [ do not believe that 
any community could benetit by a 
constantly-depreciating currency. — On 
the contrary, [ believe that a depreciating 
currency which favours exports is nothing 
more nor less than a legal system of sweat- 
ing for those who are engaged in the 
export trade. 


Mr. EMMOTT: I hope I did not 
convey that I favoured a constantly 


| falling exchange. 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
hon. Gentleman contended that a stable 
standard would be a check on trade. 


Mr. EMMOTT: A rising rupee. 
*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 


export and import trade is now higher 
than ever. I never believe that a rising 
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and falling rupee can be a benefit to trade, | Indian officials cannot satisfactorily jn. 


because it disturbes the whole foundation 
on which people make their calculations. 
There has been no fluctuation during the 
past year. The hon. member for Exeter, 
speaking with that great authority which 
comes to one who has had great experi- 
ence in Eastern finance, deprecated the 
reduction of taxation and advised the 
Government to persevere in the direction 
of establishing great reserves. I agree 
with my hon. friend that we ought not 
lightly to part with any portion of exist- 
ing taxation until we are perfectly sure 
that we can permanently dispense with it. 
If we remove any portion of taxation, we 
cannot put it on again without causing 
considerable discontent ; and I can, 
therefore, assure the House that we 
shall act with all precaution before we con- 
siderably diminish any of our existing 
sources of taxation. 


My hon. friend also suggested that 
it would be advisable that certain 
questions should be referred to a 
Committee, who might have time thor- 
oughly to investigate them. I have 
never objected to the appointment of a 
Committee if the question into which it 
was to inquire was a definite matter 
of immediate importance, but I have 
the strongest objection to a Parlia- 
mentary Committee for a mere ‘fishing ” 
inquiry. Such a Committee does an 
infinity of harm; it brings up officials 
and disturbs them in the transaction 
of regular business, and, after a time, it 
results in the least influential members 
of the Committee occupying the time 
and attention of probably the most 
influential members of different Adminis- 
trations, very much to the detriment of 
the public service. With regard to the 
inquiry which was held before the charter 
of the East India Company was renewed, 
a great deal of the evidence was written, 
and the oral evidence was very small, 
and I would point out that the members 
of that Committee, including such dis- 
tinguished men of marked ability and 
genius as the Duke of Wellington, Mr. 
Gladstone, and Mr. Disraeli, had far 
less means of informing themselves as 
regards what was going on than lesser 
people of the present day. Therefore, it 
does not seem to me to be desirable to 
substitute an inquiry of that kind unless 
some special subject is to be investigated 
which the Indian Government or the 


Lord George Hamilton 














vestigate for themselves. 

As regards the allegation of my having 
described India as a very prosperous 
country, I disclaim having ever used 
language capable of that description. All 
I said was that all the evidence went to 
show that thecondition of the general mass 
of the population was upward and not 
downward, and that, judging by all the 
tests that could beapplied, the taxation did 
not sit so heavily on the people of India 
as seriously to curtail the development 
of industries. India has passed through 
a very exceptional period. It really 
seems as if the rain arrangements of a 
considerable part of the universe have 
altogether got out of gear. Australia 
has suffered for seven years, India has 
suffered for six years running ; in Siam, 
in Central Asia, and in Persia there have 
been the same extraordinary climatic 
disturbances. I can only hope that we 
have got to the end of the cycle of dis- 
turbance, and that, if India is vouchsafed 
for a few years a normal rainfall, we 
shall be able considerably to assist that 
country hereafter either by reduction of 
taxation or other ameliorative measures. 
I hope the House will now conclude 
this discussion, in accordance with the 
understanding, and pass on te the next 
business, 


Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) 
said he hoped the noble Lord woul 
agree to the Adjournment of the Debate, 
as there were still a considerable number 
of questions to be discussed. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) 
said he wished to ask the noble Lord 
what was the definite policy of the 
Government with reference to the pro- 
tection of labourers. The whole question 
had been for many years in the melting 
pot; and no one seemed to know yet 
what the definite policy of the Govern- 
ment was. The Government had now 
decided that the cost of entertaining the 
Indian visitors to England should be put 
on the National Exchequer; and he was 
delighted that the Government at the 
eleventh hour had arrived at that 
decision. With regard to the Durbar, 
£267,000 had been already added to 
the estimates for expenditure in connec- 
tion with it. It was to be one of the 
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grandest functions ever held in India; , still being pursued. Before deali:s 
and even the entertainment which King | particularly with that subject, he wished 
Solomon extended to the Queen of Sheba | to say a few words in opposition to the 
would only be a side-show to it. He | pessimistic remarks of hon. Members 
should like to associate himself with the | opposite, with regard to the economic 
remarks which fell from his hon. friend | condition of India. The increase in the 
the Member for the Camborne Division. | revenues from Customs, Post-office and 
He believed there was to be a Commission | railways proved the opposite; and the 
to inquire into the questions to which | Question put by the hon. Member for 
his hon. friend referred; andit might be| Ross elicited the important information 
proper that other forms of taxation in ‘that between 1881 and 1891 land under 
India should also be inquired into. | cultivation in India had increased from 
| 194,000,000 acres to 217,000,000 acres. 
| Seeing that India was an agricultural 

*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) said it | country, he thought that was good proof 
was very unfortunate that the Govern-| of its general progress. He wished to 
ment should have curtailed the day | congratulate the Secretary of State on 
usually allotted to the Indian Budget. | having been for two years in a position 
Two days should be given for the dis- to put before the House more success- 
cussion, in order that the details of | ful Budgets than had ever been intro 
questions connected with the prosperity | duced by any of his predecessors. That 
of India might be considered. By that | result was very much due to the intro- 
means hon. Members with a practical | duction of the gold standard, which had 
knowledge of: India could not be | conferred incalculable benefits on India ; 
squeezed out by hon. Members who | and instead of deficits they now had 
delivered long-spun-out essays on every | encouraging surpluses. © In a word, it 
variety of subject. He hoped that even | taised the financial position of India to 
now the noble Lord would agree to the | the same plane as that of the great 
discussion being continued, holding over | commercial countries of the world. He 
the Appropriation Bill until next day. | thought also that the Secretary of State 
He had given notice of a Motion to call | would be very much gratified that the 
attention to the Report of the Famine | courageous policy which was pursued by 
Commission of 1901, and to move that | the India Office in imposing counter- 
the Indian Government be encouraged | Vailing duties on sugar, had been one of 
to act immediately on its recommenda-| the indirect causes of the arrangement 
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tions, especially those referring to an 
increase of the means of irrigation ; and 
that the Commission now dealiing with 
this subject should be specially instructed 
to thoroughly investigate the question 
of irrigation works in some parts of 
India on asimilar scale to that of the 
recently constructed works in the Nile 
Valley. When this subject was dis- 
cussed on the previous occasion, one 
hon. Member moved an Amendment in 
a speech occupying an hour and three- 
quarters, and raised such a number of 
points that the Secretary of State 
had to reply at great length, which 
left only one hour for all the other 
Members. He thought the attention of 
the House should be called to the 
question, especially as the Government 
of India had ignored the Reports of two 
of its Famine Commissions by giving 
preference to railways and starving 





canals—an erroneous policy which was 


arrived at at the Brussels Convention, 
whereby bounties on sugar were to be 
altogether abolished. That would con- 
fer a large amount of benefit on a con 
siderable section of the inhabitants of 
this country, as well as on the sugar 
planters in the Colonies. He thought 
that the India Office might well be 
proud of having taken the initial decisive 
step inthis movement, which was energeti- 
cally supported by the Colonial Secretary, 
and carried to success by the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs. Before 
proceeding further he wished to know if 
the discussion would be continued. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Ifthe hon. Member 
appeals to me, it is not a question ot 
order ; it is a question of arrangement. 


Mr. WYLIE said that he would move 
the adjournment of the debate. 





575 Consolidated 
Motion made, and Question, “ That 
the Debate be now adjourned.’ —(J/r. 


Wylie.) 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed Tomorrow. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) (No. 2) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


, 


time.’ 


(11.0.) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee) objected to the form of the Bill. 
It was, he contended, an entirely new de- 
parture, and the House ought to take care 
that the proper forms were duly ob- 
served. The Bill was drawn on a wrong 
principle. For this unusual Appro- 
priation Bill as much as possible of the 
old Appropriation Biils had been taken ; 
from the title-page to the schedule it ap- 
peared to be distinctly out of order. 
He hoped that the Committee stage 
would not be rushed through, so that 
there would be ample time to discuss the 
drafting of the measure. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
said that it was a matter of regret that 
the right hon. gentleman principally 
concerned in this Bill was not present 
to answer the questions which might 
properly be raised respecting the ad- 
ministration of his Department. The 
Colonial Secretary was in the House 
when the Bill was called on, and he 
immediately left when the discussion 
began. He protested against this con- 
tinual practice of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, who, when Members who did 
not exactly suit his political attitude 
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| many 


got up to discuss Colonial affairs, | 
showed his courtesy to the House and to | 


hon. Members by leaving the Chamber. 
[ MINISTERIAL cries of “* No.”] It was not 
a question of no; it was a question of 


fact. In the absence of the Colonial 


Secretary he would confine his remarks 
to points with which the Chancellor of 
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the Exchequer would be able to deal, 
He congratulated the Government on 
having secured, in connection with the 
Bill, an unanimous Vote for money for 
South Africa. That was anew departure, 
and he hoped it was an indication that 
in the future South Africa would be 
treated less as a Party matter, and more 
as one affecting the Empire at large, 
He desired to join in the protest of his 
hon. friend against the character and 
form of the Bill. Asit stood, the Auditor 
General and the Treasury authorities 
would not be able to exercise proper 
control over the money. The Bill by 
which they would be governed, provided 
that £8,000,000 should be granted for 
necessities following upon the war in 
South Africa. Why was there no 
schedule in this Bill as in the Appropria- 
tion Act passed early in the year, in 
which the sums were set out in their 
particular class, and the purposes for 
which they were passed in Committee 
named? He also asked for some indica- 
tion as to the time when the House 
could be informed exactly as to their 
responsibility in regard to the expenditure 
in South Africa. Might they expect a 
complete statement before the return of 
the Colonial Secretary ? 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
admitted that it was very difficult for 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
reply to questions of detail with regard 
to the Vote, and, therefore, he thought 
they might fairly regret that the Colonial 
Secretary was absent. He wished to ask 
a question as to the receipts given by 
the Boer Government for forage and 
animals to their own people. Was an 
engagement made by the terms of peace 
that those receipts would be recognised 
by the British Government ? He was 
given to understand that in a great 
cases these receipts had _ been 
destroyed by the English commanders. 
In such cases, would secondary evidence 
be allowed which would show that the 
Boer Government had given these 
receipts and had received a quid pro quo! 
A further point was that a large amount 
had been paid by the Colonial Office to 
the War Office for cattle distributed by 
them. As a great number of animals 


| were taken from the Boers themselves 
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577 Militia and 
and therefore cost nothing, he wished to 
know whether payment had been made 


for them, and whether they were put 
down as having cost something. | 
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MILITIA AND YEOMANRY BILL, 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Yeomanry Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To | time.” 


THE TREASURY (Mr. Hayes FisuHer, | 
Fulham) said that complaint had been | 
made of the form in which the Appro- | 
priation Bill had been brought before the | 
House. No doubt this was a somewhat | 
unusual and exceptional Bill, but on ex- | 
amination it would be found that it | 
followed the general lines of Appropria- 
tion Bills, and that all the information 
usually given was given in it. The Vote 
in Committee of Supply consisted of a 
single Resolution, and then, for the better 
information of the House, a good many 
items were given, which were discussed 
in Committee. But it was the Vote that 
was resolved upon—not the items—that 
was put in the Appropriation Bill. That 
course had been followed in the present 
Bill. He saw no advantage in having a 


(11.27.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lancashire, 
Mid) said that the Government ought to 
have given some explanation of this 
measure, which was one of the most 
extraordinary ever introduced into the 
| House in connection with the Army. 
This Bill introduced a novel principle 
| into the administration of the Army, in 
| that it proposed to give absolute control 
| of the Reserve forces to the Secretary of 
State. The House had made certain 
| conditions and enactments with reference 
|to the Militia Reserve, but under this 
| Bill the Secretary of State would be able 
| to relax any regulation or dispense with 
| the provisions of any enactment relating 


schedule of the various items. In the | t0 the training of the Militia and Yeo- 
Vote for Colonial Services this session, the | manry. That was a strong power to ask 








original Estimates included many different 
grants in aid of. Colonial services—about 
twenty sub-heads—and a supplementary 
grant in aid of £220,000 for the West 
India sugar Colonies, but they were all 
lumped together in the Appropriation 
Bill. There would be no difficulty in the 
Controller and Auditor General following 
out the whole of the expenditure. As to 
when the House would know the full 
amount of the country’s responsibility for 
this money, no exact time could be named, 
but the Colonial Office had said that there 


\from this House; there was no prece- 
| dent for it, and he objected most strongly 
| to giving such a power to any Depart- 
/ment of State. Why did they not ask 
\for the same power inregard to the 
Army? This proposal seemed to him to 
be the thin end of the wedge. First 
they got the principle established, and 
_then they applied it to some other cases. 
| He did not see why the Secretary of 
State for War should have unlimited 
power to relax every Act that had been 
_ passed with regard to the Militia. 


was not likely to be any unexpended 


balance. 


Mr. DALZIEL said the hon. Member 
had not appreciated the point of his 
question. What he wanted to know was 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Clause to 

which the hon. Member takes exception 

‘only refers to any enactment relating to 
the training of the Militia. 


when there would be a full statement | 


with regard, not only to this, but to the 
other expenditure in South Africa. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER said that was 
a much wider question, and he doubted 
whether anyone could answer it. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill.read a second time, and committed 
for Tomorrow. 
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Mr. CALDWELL said that training 
| was practically the whole service of the 
| Militia, and maintained that his argu- 
| ment was not affected by the Secretary 
for War's interruption. Some day they 

would find that instead of the men being 
trained in accordance with the Acts of 
Parliament they would be trained under 
the regulations of. the Secretary of State 
for War. He would like the right hon. 


U 
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Gentleman to tell the House whether 
there was any precedent for such a 
course. 


Mr. DALZIEL complained that a 
Bill of such importance had been 
brought in at this period of the even- 
ing without any explanation whatever 
of the objects and character of the 
measure. He objected to the measure 
being taken now because it had come 
on unexpectedly, and many of their 
authorities on Army administration had 
left the House, on the understanding 
that other ‘business would be taken. 
He understood that there were several 
other non-contentious measures on the 
Paper which might very well be taken. 
It could. not possibly be defended to 
take a Bill of this importance so un- 
expectedly, for it was a measure which 
placed into the hands of the Secretary 
of State for War a very important 
power which ought to be most carefully 
exercised, for it altered many of their 
important regulations with regard to the 
Army Reserve. It was far too important 
a matter to expect for a single moment 
that a mere informal debate was going 
to settle matters of such far-reaching 
importance. He protested against the 
Bill being taken now: The right hon. 
Gentleman knew that the best way 
to pass a Bill of this kind was to accede 
to the request for an adjournment of 
the debate, and then on some future 
occasion the Housé would be able to 
have a proper: statement as to the 
objects of this Bill: He‘ begged to move 
that the debate be now adjourned. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the debate be now adjourned.’’— 
(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Mr. BRODRICK: I hope the hon. 
Member will not persist in the Motion. 
I introduced the Bill under the Ten 
Minutes Rule, in order to explain the 
measure. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I could not hear 
your explanation when you made it. 
Mr. Caldwell. 





Mr. BRODRICK: That was not my 
fault. I explained the Bill, and a: full 
report of what I said was given in‘the 
Press. The Bill is so simple that | 
can explain it in a few words, and | 
hope the hon. Member opposite will 
withdraw his Motion. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I think it will be 
better to dispose of my Motion first. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This is a Bill to 
carry out only what the House has 
already voted. Hon. Members have 
already before them my explanation of 
last year and the explanation which 
I gave again this year. A large sum 
of money was suggested, and it has 
been voted in the Fouse when the 
whole question was - fully discussed. 
This Bill tries to establish for the first 
time a real Militia Reserve, and there 
has never been one before. 


Mr. DALZIEL asked if it was in order, 
upon a Motion for the adjournment 
of the debate, to go into details of the 
Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: One of the hon. 
Member's groundsfor moving theadjoum- 
ment was that the Bill had now been 
explained. Therefore the right hon. 
Gentleman may be permitted briefly to 
show thaz he has already explained it. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Motion of the 
hon. Member prevents me giving the 
explanation he asks for. 


Mr. DALZIEL: No, my Motion does 
not prevent the right hon. Gentleman 
making his explanation, but it wil 
enable him to make it in a proper 
form. 


Mr. BRODRICK: ‘he House: hai 
voted a Militia establishment of 150,001 
men, but it has never reached more than 
100,000. It is now proposed to utilis 
for home defence those soldiers who ¢' 
back to civil life, and that men who hav4 








580 


not my 
d a‘ full 
n in¢the 
that | 
, and | 
ite will 


will be 
rst. 


Bill to 
use has 
Ss have 
ation of 

which 
ge sum 

it has 
en the 
scussed. 
the first 
d there 


1 order, 
rnment 
; of the 


1e hon. 
djourn- 
w been 
t hon. 
iefly to 
ed it. 


1 of the 
ing the 


yn. does 
itleman 
it will 

proper 


se’ has 
150,000 
re than 

utilis 
vho 21 
10 hav 





' 581 Militia and {10 NovemBer 1902} Yeomanry Bill. 582 


served fourteen: years in the Army and_| fores referred: to, in the Bill, until the 
Reserve shall become. eligible for the | | Louse received some further. satisfaction 
Militia Reserve. They will only be liable us to thetreatment, of both the Reservists 
fe be called upon in. case of a national) . i .thersof the:rank and file under the 
emergency. In addition, it is proposed) spss: Me. PR ak 
that men who have served ten years in ml nt Hig right nem. een a 
the Militia shall become eligible for the | *!'” “fer of £5 a year made to the Yeo- 
Reserve. As regards the Yeomanry, in| "'\'''y under this Bill, What he wished 
view of the great expense of providing a | t» \1ow was, would the Yeomanry have 
large increase in the Regular cavalry, it | ti). -.me difficultyin getting the £5 which 
is proposed to form a special service | Was ‘fered as the Reserveforces had found 
— of be Yeomanry, —< Yeomen ine tting what was now due tothem ? He 
who are willing to serve in that section | - . 
will be offered £5 a year. Other Clauses | micah: el a — raed ad 
. a 2 : ne, | po» tas one which would result in putting 
in the Bill give the same conditions as | : ° 
obtain in the Militia—a principle which |! ‘he day when compulsion would be 
has already been accepted by the House. | nee ssary, and he felt bound to join in 
I do appeal to the House to‘allow us to th appeal made by hon. Members 
take the necessary steps to carry out the | opp site to defer the consideration of 
provision which the House. has already | tj,is Bill, in order that they might know 
made. I have only one other remark to a little more as to how things were 
— Rei egy age | miaiaged at the War Office, and how this 
cee eens |” | Bill would be carried into effect. The ex- 


country to a pass in which compulsion | : , peat 
may be necessary for home defence, and | P!"tion given by his right hon. friend 
nothing can render the country more free | Ws certainly very meagre, and it was in- 
irom the fear of compulsion than to bring | troduced in a ten minutes speech under 
the Militia up to its strength by voluntary circumstances which precluded them hear- 
enlistment. It cannot be satisfactory |ing what the right hon. Gentleman said. 


that this House should vote 150,000! 1),. matter became one. of great impor- 





= 
= 


men for home defence, and that weshould tance: when they. recognised that the 


never have more than-100,000. This _ patie es” age q 
number of men for home defence has | ¥°"* ““#!2!98 Os SR eee. Sat Ce 


been voted by both sides of the House | P®’, 4nd the way in which the men of 
for the last twenty or thirty years, but | all ranks had recently been treated by 
that establishment has never ‘been the Depvrtment over which the right 
reached, and therefore our home defence hon. Gentleman presided was a good 
cannot be said to be efficient. I hope) reason for not giving further discre- 
the House will allow us to take the tionary power to the War Office, which 
snoener mening of the SP, gey: | might result in inflicting further per- 
, ‘sonal and unjust suffering upon a large 
*Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch,| number of men who came forward, 
Hoxton) thought this Bill, however un- | on the faith - of representations and 
controversial it might be, contained | pledges made by the War Office which 
elements which should lead the House to | were afterwards broken, and which led 
ponder before passing. the measure | to a still more serious state of things, 
through this stage at such a late hour. | that of rendering the Army unpopular 
He was not inclined to give further | by the way the men. were treated upon 
powers, even for the training of the: returning home. 
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*Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) said that | ought to be accompanied upon its 
if the Bill were to pass as a non-con- | introduction by a clear statement. The 
tentious measure, Section 3 of Clause 1, | handing over of an estate to the nation 
referring to a special service section of | was not necessarily a beneficial purpose, 
the Yeomanry, ought to be omitted. | and he desired to know the purposes to 
The proposal which it embodied was | which the Osborne Estate was going to 
most inadvisable. In regard to whatthe | be applied. It might be intended to 
right hon. Gentleman had said about | apply it to one particular section of the 
compulsory service, such a proposal community. He also wished to know 
would never be passed by the House of | | | something about the cost which would 
Commons except in a great national | ibe entailed. Obviously it was unreason- 
emergency. But if anything was likely | able that at this moment a Bill of this 
to make compulsory service necessary it kind should be brought before the 
was a proposition such as that which | House. The best way to pass measures 
was embodied in Clause 3. To hold up of this kind was to give a reasonable 
a certain part of the Volunteer forces as | explanation of them, and take the House 
being alone fit for war would depress the into the confidence of the Government. 
interest taken by the others in the Whenever a “measure was brought 
profession of arms. When the late war | forward in the way he had suggested 
broke out he was placed in command of there was never any unwillingness to 
a force of Yeomanry, and without this | give it favourable consideration. The 
provision which was now proposed every | Bills which failed to pass were those 
single one of them volunteered for active | which the Government attempted to 
service. They could not get anything rushthrougha few minutes before twelve 
better than that even with the provision | o’clock—— 
which was now suggested. He considered | 
that Clause 3 contained a most arwiee | It being midnight, the Debate 
proposal, and he urged the right hon. | stood adjourned. 

Gentleman to withdraw it. 





| 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday 


stion put and agreed to. 
Question put and agre inn 


| 

| 
Debate to be resumed Tomorrow. | 
| FOOD AND — _ AMENDMENT 
LL. 


CEES See eee Order for Committee read, and dis- 
Order for Second Reading read. | charged.—Bill withdrawn. 


Motion made, and Question es 


" | Mr. SpeAKER, in pursuance of the 
ti 7 the Bill be now read a second | Order of the House of the 16th October 
ime.” 


‘last, adjourned the House without 


| Question put. 
Mr. CALDWELL said this measure | 


. . | 
had been introduced without any | Adjourned at two minutes after 
attempt to explain it. Such a measure | Twelve o’clock. 
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585 Questions. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 11th November, 1902. 


’ The House met at Two of the clock. 





THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 

The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 

PETITIONS. 


: CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 











s Petitions for abolition of restrictions : 
. from Galashiels (two); Selkirk ; Biggles- 
© wade; Arlesey ; Dover; Armadale; and, 
> Bo’ness ; to lie upon the Table. 


: EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

~ Petitions against: from Millbrook ; 
: Ampthill; Morse ; and, Week St. Mary ; 
: to lie upon the Table. 


" EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 


SILL. 


> Petitions for alteration: from Biggles- 
. wade; Arlesey; Dover; Armadale; and, 


s Bo'ness ; to lie upon the Table. 


3 EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
3 BILL. 

Petitions in favour: from Great 
: Shefford; Southport; and, Birkdale ; 
: to lie upon the Table. 
$ PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION 
‘ IN TRADE. 
~ Petitions for legislation : from Selkirk; 
~ Biggleswade; Arlesey ; Armadale; and, 
‘ Bo'ness; to lie upon the Table. 
. RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
y TECHNICAL COMMITTEES (ENGLAND 

AND WALES). 


Return presented, relative thereto 


[ordered 5th August; Mr. Walter 
Palmer]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 369.] 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Return of the 
number of evictions in Ireland for the 
quarter ended 30th September, 1902 
{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Cape Guardafui Lighthouse. 

Mr. WEIR-(Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he will name the 
Powers with whom the Foreign Office 
have recently been in communication in 
regard to the proposed establishment of 
a lighthouse on Cape Guardafui. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) We 
have been in communication with the 
Italian Government, who exercise a 
protectorate over the country in which 
the cape is situated. The Italian Govern- 
ment are in principle favourable to the 
establishment of this lighthouse. The 
companies having lines passing through 
the Gulf of Aden are not agreed as to 
the advisability of the proposal, and no 
agreement has been arrived at as to 
terms. 


Zanzibar—Case of Slave Girl Msichoke. 
Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): To ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs, if he 
has received the Report from His 
Majesty’s Acting Agent and Consul 
General at Zanzibar as to the slave gir! 
Msichoke who was handed back to her 
master by the British authorities; and 
if he is now in a position to give any 
further information on the subject. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) The 
Report from the Acting British Agent 
and Consul General at Zanzibar respecting 
the slave girl Msichoke has been received. 
Papers on the subject will shortly be 
laid before Parliament. 


Colonial Patent Laws. 

Mr. RIGG (Westmoreland, Appleby) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, whether he will grant a Return 
showing the official fees payable in 
respect of Letters Patent for inventions in 
each of His Majesty’s Colonies and 
Dependencies in which such Letters 
Patent are issued, and at what times, 
and by what instalments (if any), such 
fees are payable. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour } The 
hon. Member will find the information 


X 
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he requires as regards the self-governing 
colonies on pages 140 and 141 of the 
Colonial Conference Blue-book recently 
resented to Parliament and numbered 
Cd. 1299]. I shall be happy to grant a 
Return if the hon. Member will move 
for it. 


Questions. 


Remount Officers—Status of Veterinary 
Officers. 


Mr. RIGG: To ask the Secretary of 


State for War whether the veterinary | 


officers who accompanied the remount 
officers abroad were all members of the 
Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons; 
and, if not, can he state the number of 
veterinary officers who were 


{COMMONS} 


/cases where 
thus /necessary, by Amendments, or new 
employed, and how many of them were | 


Questions. 588 
Amendments shall be made by the 
Government to insure that persons 
other than the local authority who pro- 
pose to provide schools shall carry out 
without unreasonable delay their engage- 
ment, that regard shall be had to the 
grouping and co-ordination ofall branches 
of education under the same Education 
Committee, and other similar under- 
|takings which have not hitherto been 
| carried out in Committee on the Bill. 





(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
undertakings into which the Govern- 
ment have entered will be fulfilled, in 
statutory provision is 





Clauses to be proposed in Committee or 


members of the Royal College of Veteri-| on Report. 


nary Surgeons. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 1 | 
am informed that all were members of 


the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. 


Education Bill—Allocation of Undenomi- 
national Endowments. 


Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS 


(Merionethshire) : To ask the First Lord | 


of the Treasury whether all income at 
present received by the managers of 
voluntary schools, including endowments, 
will under the Bill now before the House 
be paid to the local authority ; if so, 
whether the local authority would be 


able to utilise any undenominational | 
endowments in providing scholarships | 
from primary to secondary schools ; and | 
if under the Bill such endowments are | 
not to be paid to the local authority, | 
whether he will introduce a Clause to | 


that effect. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) No 
general answer can be given concerning 
the income now received by managers, 
as each case must depend on its own 
particular circumstances The question 
of endowments is already dealt with in 
the Government Clause now on the 
Paper. 


Education Bill—Government Amend- 
ments. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, at what stage ofthe Education 
Bill and in what form he proposes to 
carry out the undertakings given that 


| London Water Bull. 

| Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, West- 
| minster) : To ask the First Lord of the 
| Treasury whether he can state when the 
| remaining stages of the London Water 
| Bill will be taken. 


| (Answered by Mr. A. J.'Balfour.) 1 am 
'afraid I cannot fix the actual day for 
|the resumption of the debate on this 
|measure, but I propose to take the Bill 
| after the Third Reading of the Education 
| Bill in the course of the week beginning 
' 1st December. 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
| The Mediterranean Fleet. 
*LorpD CHARLES BERESFORD 
| (Woolwich): I beg to ask the Secretary 
|to the Admiralty whether he will give 
‘the names of the following vessels 
‘forming the Mediterranean Fleet in 
June 1901; viz., battleships, cruisers, 
'torpedo boat destroyers, and similarly 
‘the names of the vessels forming the 
| Mediterranean Fleet at present date ; also, 
if all stores and coal are now up to full 
| requirements. 


| *THE SECRETARY To tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 

W.): Since the date named in the 
Question, the following replacements 
_and additions have taken place. Five 
battleships, “Royal Oak,” ‘Royal 
| Sovereign,” ‘Empress of India,’ 
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* Devastation,” and ‘“‘ Hood” have been | 
replaced by seven battleships, viz., | 
“Bulwark,” “‘Implacable,” -* Irresistible,” | 
« Formidable,” * London,” “‘ Vengeance,” | 
and ‘‘ Repulse.” Two cruisers. ‘‘ Theseus ” 


and “Barham,” have been replaced 
by five cruisers, viz., ‘‘ Aboukir,’ | 
“Hermione,” “ Pegasus,” ‘“ Pandora,” 


and “Intrepid.” The number of torpedo | 
boat destroyers has been raised from 
sixteen to twenty-eight. The stores of 
coal were up to requirements at the 
date named, and are in the same con- 
dition now. Owing, however, to the 
large addition to the Fleet, the require- 
ments have naturally increased, and the 
total amount of stores and coal is larger 
than at the earlier date. 


Royal Navy—Pensions of Chief Petty | 
Officers. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD : I beg 


toask the Secretary to the Admiralty | 


whether the question of the increase to” 
the pension of the chief petty officers of 
the Royal Navy is still under the con- 
sideration of the Admiralty ; and, seeing 
that the chief petty officers have re- 
peatedly submitted their claims through 
their commanding officers since the year 
1878, can he inform the House as to the 
decision the Admiralty have arrived at 


on this question affecting the lower deck 


of His Majesty’s fleet. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The ques- | 


tion is one of some difficulty and com- 
plication. At the present time the 


Admiralty are considering it afresh as | 


part of a larger scheme. 
iMr. Chamberlain’s Tour—The “Good 
Hope.” 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
the Admiralty whether, as the ‘“ Good 
Hope” is a cruiser presented to the 
British Navy by the Cape Colony, he 
will consider the advisability of arranging 
that she should first touch South African 
soil at the capital of the Colony respon- 
sible for this contribution to our Navy. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The route 
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Member appears to be under a misap- 
prehension with regard to the contribu- 
tion made by the Cape Colony to the 
Navy. Since 1899, the Colony has paid 
a sum of £30,000 annually to the 


Questions, 


| Imperial Exchequer, and the spirit which 


has prompted this grant is greatly 
appreciated by the Government. The 
first cost of the “ Good Hope,” however, 
amounted to over a million, and the 


_annual cost of maintenance exclusive of 


repairs, is estimated at about £100,000. 
It will be seen, therefore, that it is 
hardly correct to say that the cruiser 
was presented to the British Navy by 
the Colony. I may add that the Colony 
of Natal has also for some years past 


'made a contribution to Naval Funds 


which, in relation to the population of 
the Colony, is no less generous than that 
made by the Cape. 


Str WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) ; 
May I ask whether the Admiralty are 
afraid to steam this vessel direct to the 


| Cape, instead of from port to port, from 


Gibraltar to Malta and from Malta to Port 
Said ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Iam quite 
unaware how that arises out of this 
Question. 


Sm WILLIAM ALLAN: She is fitted 
| with Belleville boilers. 


Sales of Army Horses in South Africa. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): lbeg to ask the Secretary of State 
| for War whether any animals suffering 
from infectious disease have been sold by 
the military authorities in South Africa ; 
if so, whether that practice will be dis- 
continued. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
| Lancashire, Westhoughton): I have no 
knowledge of the alleged sales. 


| Mr. LAMBERT: Will the noble Lord 


| inquire ? 
| 


| Lorp STANLEY: I not think such 
|a thing could have occurred. All com- 








of the “Good Hope” has been arranged | plaints of this kind would in the ordinary 
to meet the wishes of the Secretary of course be referred to a Departmental 
State for the Colonies, and it is not pro- | Committee of which I am a member, 
posed to make any alteration. The hon. | and none has reached us. 
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South African Repatriation Boards— 
Purchasers from the Military Authorities 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
what has been the price paid by the 
Repatriation Board in South Africa to 
the military authorities for horses, mules, 
oxen, and waggons respectively. 


Questions. 


Lord STANLEY: After much dis- 
cussion between the Departments a lump 
sum was agreed upon. and we can only 
divide this arbitrarily among the different 
articles. It has accordingly been settled 
that the following prices may be accepted 
as correct. For brood mares £25, 
£20 and £12 each, according to height ; 
for geldings, £15 each; for mules, £27 
each ; for oxen in poor condition £10 
each ; for ox-waggons with teams of 16 
oxen £200 each, and for mule waggons 
£30 each. 


Reservists’ Pay Arrears. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, whether he is aware that 
Private Albert Finson, 20th Hussars 
(Depot, Hounslow), returned to this 
country from South Africa more than 
two months ago, and, all his papers 
being in order, after communicating with 
his commanding officer to obtain the 
pay due to him, succeeded in seeing the 
Permanent Under Secretary of State for 
War onthe 30th ultimo, and received £14 
out of the £28 due to him the following 
day ; and whether hewill state why the pay 
due to this man has been withheld, in 
contravention of the Army Orders, which 
provide that only one week should inter- 
vene between the first and final settle- 
ment of pay due to reservists and time 
expired men on their return from the 
war. 


I beg also to ask the Secretary of State | 
aware that | 


for War whether he is 
Privates Wright, Denton, Andrews, and 
Haughton, 4th Hussars, now attached 
to the regimental depét at Hounslow, 
reached England by the “ Hawarden 
Castle” on 13th September on their 
return from the war; whether these 
men received £5 of pay due to them on 
14th September, 1902, and £3 on 20th 
October, 1902, while the pay due to 


them is about £25; and, seeing that | 
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| these men have discharge certificates 
'and their parchment characters, will he 
say why the settlement of pay due to 
them was not made on 21st September 
| 1902, in accordance with Army Order, 
September 1902, which lays down that 
one week should intervene between the 
first and fina] settlement of all pay due 
‘to them; and whether all the papers 
and officers necessary to secure the 
prompt payment reached the United 
| Kingdom at the same time as these men. 


Lorp STANLEY: The men referred 
to in these two Questions have now 
been settled with. The cause of the 
delay is being made the subject of 
further inquiry. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: Is it not the 
fact that immediately after these Ques- 
tions appeared on the Paper these men 
were paid and no questions were asked 
about their papers ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I only know that 
one man was paid a fortnight ago. 


Army Staff Appointments. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state on what grounds 
it has been decided that every command 
and staff appointment of an ordinary 
character shall be for a period of three 
years only. 


Lorp STANLEY: The tenure of 
staff appointments was reduced from 
five years to three, with the view of 
keeping officers more in touch with 
their units, and to curtail lengthened 
periods of absence on the staff. Power 
/was retained, however, to extend an 
| officer’s tenure to complete five years 
in case it should seem desirable in the 
interests of the public service. 


Mr. TULLY: Will the noble Lord 
consider the advisability of giving a 
command to General de Wet ? 


Army Mobilisation. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to keep a force mobilised and 
ready for embarkation ; and if so, whether 
he will state its number and composition. 
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Lorp STANLEY: The reply to my | 


hon. friend is in the negative. If he 
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*Mr. YOXALL: Were the inquiries 
made by the persons accused / 


will consider the necessary uncertainty | 


of the country in which the force may 


have to operate, and the corresponding | 


variations in its composition, equipment, 
clothing and transport, he will under- 


stand that his suggestion, to be made | 


effective would have to be carried out 
on a very large and varied scale. 


Mr. YERBURGH: Are we to under- 


stand from that reply that it is not | 
Py | Railway Acts 


whatsoever ready for embarkation with- | Statutory provision made ; and whether 


intended to keep any force of any size 


out having to mobilise ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 
friend must not understand that from 
my answer. 


British Residents at Jerusalem. 

*Mr. YOXALL (Nottinghamshire, W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether his 
attention has been drawn to a petition 
of grievances sent, in or about the 
month of January, 1901, tothe Foreign 
Ottice by British subjects resident in 
Jerusalem, eomplaining of their treat- 
ment by His Majesty’s Consulate in that 
city ; and will he say whether an inquiry 
was held. 

I beg also to ask the Under Seeretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
is aware that a petition of British re- 
sidents in Jerusalem complaining of 
their treatment by his Majesty’s Consulate 
in Jerusalém was sent by the Foreign 
Office to his Majesty’s 
Jerusalem; and that, thereupon, the 
Arab dragoman and clerk proceeded to 
intimidate the signatories; and, seeing 
that the grievances of British subjects at 
Jerusalem have gone unredressed up to 
the present, and that dissatisfaction with 
the way in which the consulate is carried 
on still prevails, will he make inquiries 
into this case. 


Tae UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
rok FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): he answer to the 


first sentence is in the affirmative. In- | 


quiries have already been made into 
the allegations, which have not been | 


My hon. | 


Consul at! 


LorpD CRANBORNE: They were 
made by the Foreign Office. 


Uganda Railway. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
‘whether the advances from the Con- 
solidated Fund under the Uganda 
have exhausted the 


he will state what course it is intended 
to take with regard to financing the 
railway for the present. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: The answer to 
the first part of the Question is in the 
affirmative. In regard to the second, 
I propose shortly to introduce a Bill 
into the House to provide the further 
funds necessary for the service of the 
railway. 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY: This 
session ? 
Lorp CRANBORNE: Yes, Sir. 
Supply of Army Horses. 
Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire 


Spalding): I beg to ask the President 

of the Board of Agriculture whether he 

has issued the leaflet giving to farmers 
‘and horse breeders the particulars of the 
type of horses required by the War Office; 
and, if not, will he state when he pro- 
poses to do so. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
‘or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 
Preston): The total number of horses 
required annually by the War Office 
will not, I am informed, be more than 
2,500, of which, roughly, about 1,000 
will be bought in Ireland and about 
1,500 in Great Britain. That being so, 
I do not think that the question is of 
| any great interest to the British farmer 
| and horse-breeder. 





| Island of Lewis— Hospital Accommoda- 
ion. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I 





substantiated, but further inquiries will | 
be made through His Majesty's Am-| beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
bassador at Constantinople. | the Secretary for Scotland is aware that 
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the Lewis District Committee report that | permission to drill over extended areas of 
hospitals are urgently needed at Swana- | Richmond Park, provided that the nature 
bost, Ness, and‘Leurbost Lochs, Island of | of the manceuvres is not such as to inter- 
Lewis, but that the requisiie funds | fere unduly with the enjoyment of the 
cannot be raised owing to the public | Park by the public. Commanding officers 
health maximum rate of assessment of | of Volunteer battalions desiring to exer- 
ls. per £ having already been reached ; | cise their men in Richmond Park, must 
and will he say whether he can see his| make their applications through the 
way to render assistance in the matter. | General Commanding the Home District. 

*Tuz LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. | Sm GILBERT PARKER: Should 


GraHam Murray, Buteshire): As the #PPlication be made at once by 
a. — is aware the ees | Volunteers ? 

istrict Board is not empowered to make | . ha. Vv. 
gs for such objects. The Secretary | Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: Yes, I 
or Scotland has no funds at his disposal | believe so. 
for these purposes. | Palace Yard Lighting Arrangements. 

| Mr. JOHN ELLIS (NorthjRushcliffe); 

Mr. WEIR: But will the right hon. _I beg to ask the hon. Member for North 
Gentleman make it his business to see Hunts, as representing the First Com- 
that provision is made against this state misioner of Works, whether his atten- 


of things ? tion has been drawn to the inferior 
. quality of the gas and the imperfect 
[No answer was returned. | lighting of New Palace Yard and the 

i dit other immediate precincts of the Houses 

Island of Lewis Fisheries. of Parliament ; and whether this can be 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord j; d 
Advocate whether the attention of the — 
Secretary for Scotland has been called to. po AILWYN FELLOWES: The 
f ~ tition to the King signed by over question of lighting of the New Palace 
2,000 crofters, cottars, fishermen, and Yard and the precincts of the Houses of 
others of the Island of Lewis, urging | Partiament ix engaging the attention of 
ee ee that rs — yd the First Commissioner, and it is hoped 
Ing gunboat shou e stationed off the A ‘ a 
Island of Lewis for the purpose of pro- that an improvement may be effected. 
tecting the interests of the line fishermen VF : ‘ ee 
against trawlers within the three miles er aoe ae oar pte ge J 
limit ; and will the Secretary for Scotland THE MARQUESS OF k the Chief ( ei 
endeavour to meet the desire of the 4onderry): I beg toask the Chiet Secre- 
petitioners, tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 

whether, having regard to the public 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: No | inconvenience and expense caused by 
intimation of such a petition has as yet holding the Winter Assizes for the north- 


reached the Secretary for Scotland. west counties in Belfast, arrangements 
can be made for holding a separate 
Volunteers and Richmond Park. | Winter Assize for the north-west counties 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : | in Londonderry or some other suitable 
I beg to ask the hon. Member for North | town in the North-West Circuit. 


Hunts, as representing the First Com- ‘ 
missioner of Works, whether the Govern-| THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 


ment have decided to set apart increased IRELAND (Mr. AtT&INSON, London- 
areas of Richmond Park for Volunteer derry, N.): At the request of my right 
drill and manceuvres. hon. friend I will reply to this Question. 
The existing arrangements, under which 

Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunt-| Winter Assizes are each year held in one 
ingdonshire, Ramsey): The First Com-| town in each of the four provinces of 
missioner is permitted by the Ranger to Ireland has, on the whole, worked well 
say that he will favourably consider! and given general satisfaction. Any 
applications made by the Volunteers for | public inconvenience or expense resulting 
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from it would, I apprehend, be increased | the matter of this complaint and were 
rather than diminished by splitting up | satisfied that the drainage operations had 


the several provinces into two or more/ not had the effect stated. The Board 


Questions. 








Winter Assize Counties, while the 
interests of the administration of justice 
would undoubtedly suffer. The number 
of prisoners from the north-west counties 
of Ulster tried at the last Winter Assizes 
at Belfast was sixteen, which was about 


the average—a number scarcely sufficient | 


to require a separate Winter Assizes to 
deal with. I would also point out to my 


noble friend that as Derry city is the | 


only county borough in those north- 
west counties, unless the Winter Assizes 
were held there permanently, a most 
objectionable course in such a circum- 
scribed venue, it would be necessary at 
intervals much more frequent than at 
present, to inflict on the jurors of the 
north-west counties at large the great 
inconvenience of assembling in mid- 
winter in some of the county towns 


to dispose of the business. As the con- | 


venience of jurors is, next to the ad- 
ministration of justice, the most im- 
portant matter to be considered, I don’t 
think any change should be made until 
the general body of the jurors of the 
north-west counties have had an oppor- 
tunity of considering it. 


THE MARQUESS OF HAMILTON: Have 
you consulted the High Court judges on 
this matter ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : I do not think it is 
a matter forthem. It is rather one for 
the Executive. 


Lough Gara Eel Fishery. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S8.): I beg to 
ask the Chiet Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he has 
received a complaint from the proprietor 
of an eel fisherery at Lough Gara, near 
Boyle, as to his having suffered a loss 
of £60 during the last two years owing 
to the floods caused by the drainage 
operations carried out by the Congested 
Districts Board on the Dillon estate ; and 
whether he can state what compen- 
sation the Board intend to award him 
for the loss he has sustained. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuaq, Dover) : The Con- 
gested Districts Board made inquiry into 


| therefore declined to pay compensation. 


| Mr. TULLY: Cannot this man be 
afforded an opportunity of giving evi- 
| dence at the investigation ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The investigation 


has been made. 


| Tramways (Ireland) Acts. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
'beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
|Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether 
‘the Government will circulate amongst 
| Members the Report of the Commission-. 
ers of Public Works in Ireland on The 
'Tramways (Ireland) Act, 1902; and 
| whether the Government intend in the 
/ coming Session to codify and amend the 
| Tramways (Ireland) Acts, 1860 to 1900. 


| 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Report to 
which the hon. Member apparently 
| refers is an inter-Departmental Report 
'which it would be contrary to the in- 

variable practice to publish. I cannot 
give an undertaking in respect of next 
| session. 
| Examinations for Irish Local Governmen 
Auditors. 

_ Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 

Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether the standard of ex- 

amination for temporary auditors under 
‘the Irish Local Government Board has 
been raised during the past two years ; 
whether all candidates who fail at one 
/examination get a second nomination 
for a subsequent examination ; and, if 
not, will he state what rule or standard 
guides the Local Government Board in 
deciding who are to get a second nom- 
| ination and examination. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The standard of 
examination has not been raised during 
the past two years, so faras I am aware. 
| The selection of fitting persons to receive 

nominations is considered de novo when 
‘occasion arises for a new examination. 
‘There is no presumption in favour of 
giving a nomination toa candidate who 
has failed, to the prejudice of others who 
‘have never hada chance of qualifying. 
'On the other hand, failure does not 
| necessarily constitute disqualification. 








Questions. 


Carrick-on-Shannon Gaol. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state on what 
terms the Prisons Board would be pre- 
pared to hand over the disused prison 
at Carrick-on-Shannon to the Leitrim 
Agricultural and Technical Committee 
for the purpose of carrying out a re- 
munerative local industry in the district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Prisons Board, 
subject to the consent of the Treasury, 
is prepared to hand over this prison to 
the County Council, provided that the 
Council supplies suitable accommodation 

.for prisoners awaiting trial. The Board 
is already in communication with the 
county authority in the matter. 
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Longford and Leitrim Fair Rent 
Applications. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the number 
of applications to fix fair rents at present 
pending in the counties of Longford and 
Leitrim for the first and second term 
rents; and when the next sub-Com- 
mission Courts will be held in these 
counties. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Twenty-two and 
185 in Longford, and fifty-two and 186 


in Leitrim. A sub-Commission will sit | 


at Manorhamilton, Co. Leitrim, on the 
llth and 12th instant. No date has 
yet been fixed for the next sitting of 
a sub-Commission in Longford ; but a list 
of pending cases from that county is in 


preparation and will shortly be published. | 


Irish Dispensary Medical Service. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that in the 
county Waterford the medical men have 
combined not to accept any position as 
dispensary medical officer at a less salary 
than £200 per year; and whether, in 
view of the inconvenience that has 
recently arisen at elections of doctors in 
that county, will he state what steps the 
Government propose to take to ameliorate 
the position of dispensary medical officers 
in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It appears that a 
resolution to the effect indicated in the 
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| first part of the Question was passed by 
the Waterford Medical Association in 
|September. In reply to the second 
inquiry, I do not think I can usefully 

_add to my reply to the similar Question 
put to me by the hon. Member on Thurs- 
day last. T 


| Mr. TULLY: Cannot the right hon. 
Gentleman take steps to raise the salaries 
of these people to something higher than 
the wages of mechanics ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is a matter 
which cannot be dealt with by way of 
Question and Answer. There are many 
points to be considered, including the 
burden on the poor ratepayers. 


Local Government (Ireland) Act. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state when it 
is proposed to proceed with the Local 
Government (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already 
referred to a statement made by the 
Prime Minister in this matter. The 
‘hon. Member must see that it is im- 
‘possible to interrupt the proceedings 
on the Committee stage of the Education 
Bill. 


Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon. 
/Gentleman be prepared to go on with 
this Bill after the guillotine has fallen 
_on the Education Bill ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


The Brussels Convention. 
Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie): I beg to ask the First Lord 
‘of the Treasury when the House will 
have an opportunity of considering the 
Brussels Convention on the Sugar 
| Bounties question.. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
| LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Ba.rour, Manchester, E.): In answer 
to my hon. friend, I have to repeat the 
| statement of policy which I have already 
|made. I hope to take the discussion on 
the Sugar Convention on Monday, the 
24th inst. 








| +See page 275. 
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601 Questions. 
London Street. Traffic—Proposed Royal 
ommission. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, having regard to the increas- 
ing congestion of traftic in the streets of 
London, and to the need for more rapid 
modes of transit between distant parts, 
His Majesty’s Government will consider 
the desirability of instituting an inquiry, 
by Royal Commission or otherwise, into 
the means of locomotion and transporta- 
tion in London on and beneath the 
surface, including the better regulation 
of vehicular traffic, the possibility of 
appropriating certain thoroughfares to 
certain kinds of traffic, the means of 
facilitating the construction of electric 
tramways along, or immediately beneath, 
the streets, and the steps to be taken 
for creating a properly arranged and 
conveniently inter-connected system of 
deep-level electric railways. In putting 
this Question, may I explain that it is 
not intended by it to suggest that such 
an inquiry should in any way supersede 
any ordinary inquiries before Committees 
of the House specially appointed to con- 
sider the question of particular Bills. 
It is meant to lay down the outlines of 
a scheme, and especially to consider the 
question of deep-level railways. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | think that 
the subject to which the right hon. 
Gentleman refers is one of the first 
importance, not merely for the metro- 
polis, but for the country at large. 
The only Itesitation I have in giving an 
affirmative reply to the interrogatory 
on the Paper is lest a Royal Commis- 
sion should have the effect of unduly 
delaying necessary steps, but I will 
consider the matter, and I think, in all 
probability, a Royal Commission would 
be the best course. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman take care that 
the terms of reference to any Royal 
Commission will provide for a very 
important matter not mentioned at all 
in the Question—namely, how the capital 
for these ideal schemes is to be obtained ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


The Cunard Agreement. 
Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury when 
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the agreement with the Cunard Com- 
pany will be placed upon the Table ; and 
when the House will have an oppor- 
tunity of considering its terms and 


policy. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not yet 


in a position to say when the agree- 
ment with the Cunard Company will be 
ready for presentation. It involves a 
great many details, and the necessary 
alterations in the Company’s articles of 
association would require the sanction 
of the shareholders before the agree- 
ment is finally approved. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does that 
answer apply to the agreement with 
the Atlantic Steam Trust, or can that 
be laid at an earlier date ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not sure 
that it would be expedient to lay one 
without the other. They are very 
closely bound together. 


The Indian Budget. 

Mr. WEIR: I wish to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury when an oppor- 
tunity will be given to resume the debate 
on the Indian Budget ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should be 
sorry to prophesy on that subject. 


Tunbridge Wells Telephone System. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I wish 
to ask the Postmaster General whether 
his attention has been called to a secret 
agreement prepared by the National 
Telephone Company with regard to the 
purchase of the municipal telephone 
system of Tunbridge Wells, which has 
been approved by the Town Clerk with- 
out the consent or knowledge of the 
Council of Tunbridge Wells or of the 
ratepayers, and which may be ratified 
tomorrow with the Postmaster General's 
consent ; and whether, in view of the 
extraordinary circumstances under which 
the agreement was procured, he will 
undertake to notify to the Council that 
he will withhold his consent to the 
proposed transfer. 


Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): No application has yet been made 
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to me by the Corporation of Tunbridge 
Wells on this subject. Until such an 
application is made, and until I am in 
possession of the Council’s reasons for 
making it, I do not propose to express 
any opinion on the subject. 


Sittings of 


Mr. LOUGH: I wish now to ask 
leave to move the Adjournment of the 
House to call the attention of the House 
to the subject as a definite matter of 
urgent public importance, seeing that the 
right hon. Gentleman declines to say that 
he will withhold his consent. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Ido not think I can 
accept the Motion. There appears to be at 
present a dispute between the Town 


Council and the Town Clerk, about a con- | 
tract with the Company, and it is not! 


a matter of public administration at all. 
As soon as the application is brought 
before the Post Office they will have to 
inquire into these matters. At present 
the question is only as I have described it. 


Mr. LOUGH: May I point out with 
very great respect that this is a very 
urgent matter. It is entirely unpre- 
cedented in the history of municipalities 
in this country. The transfer will be 
completed tomorrow if no action is taken. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There has been 
nothing completed or done as far as any 
public department is concerned. An 
arrangement, the hon. Member says, has 
been made between a Company and a 
Corporation without the authority of the 
Corporation. The Town Clerk has no 
authority to bind the Corporation. 


Mr. LOUGH: There are other steps 
to be taken. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot accept the 
Motion for Adjournment. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): In 
view of the Motion shortly to be put forthe 
suspension of the Twelve o’clock Rule, 
may I ask the Prime Minister how late 
he proposes to ask the House to sit, if the 
Closure Resolution is not disposed of at a 
reasonable hour. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I trust the 
House will come to a decision on this 


question at a reasonable hour, as has been | 


done on previous occasions. 


{COMMONS} 


_ “That the consideration of business relating 





the House. 


| A QUESTION OF ORDER. 

| Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
| ford): I wish to put to you, Sir, a ques- 
| tion on a point of order. If, on the 
| Amendment of the Leader of the Opposi- 
| tion, you put the Motion that all words 
after “‘ That ” stand part of the Question, 
|it will preclude the discussion of the 
other Amendments dealing with details, 
and I beg, therefore, to ask whether you 
wil] so put the Amendment of the Leader 
of the Opposition to the Motion of the 
Leader of the House, to be moved later 
on, as not to exclude other Amendments 
on points of detail of which notice has 
also been given. There are two exact 
precedents for putting it in that way. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
Gentleman told me just now that he pro- 
posed to ask this Question, but I think I 
can answer what my course should be. 
Ordinarily speaking, Amendments are 
not reserved on a Resolution about the 
business of the House. On the first 
occasion on which a Resolution of this 
kind was proposed, that is on the Crimes 
Act of 1887, a debate, or rather a conver- 
sation, took place on the question respect- 
ing whether Amendments as to details 
could be reserved. On the first Amend- 
ment of the Resolution proposing to leave 
out all the words after “That,” the 
question arose whether other Amendments 
should be reserved, and, after considerable 
conversation, Mr Speaker Peel determined 
to put the Question so as to reserve 
those Amendments. That course was 
followed, also, on the Home Rule Bill, 
and the only other occasion which arose 
was on the Evicted ‘Tenants (Ireland) 
Act, 1894. I think I am right in saying 
that there were there a number of 
Amendments as to details, but no general 
Amendment. Followingthose precedents, 
and without making any precedent as to 
ordinary Resolutions, not of this very 
exceptional character, I shall follow the 
same course, and reserve these Amend- 
ments. 

NEW MEMBER SWORN. 

Austin Taylor, esquire, for the borough 

of Liverpoool (East Toxteth Division). 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMPTION 
FROM THE STANDING ORDER). 


(2.43.) Motion made, and Question put, 
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to the Education (England and Wales) Bill | under the Standing Order (Sittings of the 
(Procedure) if under discussion at twelve | House).”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 

oclock this night be not interrupted 


The House divided :—Ayes, 268 ; Noes, 92. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stauhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt HaGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beresford, LordCharles William 
Bhownagyree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwoo1, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Kousfield, William Robert 
Rowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel! Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn J.A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James“Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt HuJ.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,lrwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

nny, Colonel 




















AYES, 


Dewar, Sir T.R.(Tower Hamiets 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir Joha P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland SicFre Dixon 
Dorington, Kt. Hon. Sir JohnE. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Kdwin 
Dyke, RtHoo.Sir William Hart 
saa Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denisun (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortesque 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gore, Hon. S.F. Ormsby-(Line 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Sir EW(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq. of( L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederiek Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healv, Timothy Michae 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heaton, Juhn Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Higginbottom, 5S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 








(Division List No. 495.) 


Hope,J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tuttenham) 
Hutton,, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthar Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Lamoton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm’'th 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hon William Edw. H 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heueage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockie, John 

Lockwood, Lt.-Cul. A. R 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S) 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Regi::aldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M ‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn, W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Midditemore,J no. Throgmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. ) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, David J(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry ) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan.Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
O’Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Penn, John 
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Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, HonM. W. (Stalybridge 
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Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J. E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henr 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Siaclair, Louis (Romford) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks) 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
| Spear, John Ward 
| Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
| Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 





Bill. 


| Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirCE H. (Sheffield 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 

| Walker, Col. William Hall 

| Walrond,Rt. HnSirWilliam H. 

| Wanklyn, James Leslie 

| Warde, Colonel C. E. 

| Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 

| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 

Wilson,A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 

| Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
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Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green | Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. | Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux } 
Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P. (Gloue. Stroud 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (PROCEDURE). 
(2.55.) THe PRIME MINISTER anp 
HE FIRST LORD or toe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.): No 
Leader of the House can rise in his place 
and propose a Resolution on the lines of 
that which I have put down upon the 
Paper with any feeling of satisfaction. 


| Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
| Thornton, Perey M. 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Tufnell, Lient.-Col. Edward 
| Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Tully, Jasper 


NOES. 


Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harwood, George 

Hayne,Kkt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Layland-Bars att, Francis 
Leese,SirJoseph F. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. James (Kent) 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Palmer,Sir Charles M. (Durham 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 


I believe it 





| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
| Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| W yndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
| Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C.R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlired( Merthyr 
Thomas,J A.(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F, W. (York, W. RB.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James ry; er 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. William M ‘Arthur 
and Mr. Causton. 





to be a necessity. I think 


before I sit down I shall be able to 
convince the House that it is a necessity ; 
but I frankly admit that to me, at all 
events, it is a most unpleasant necessity. 
It amounts to an admission that our 
ordinary procedure is insufficient to 
carry on the business of the House. 
It amounts to an admission that our 











608 


eld 


rge 


on 
rio 
et) 


th) 
son 
wrt - 


nd) 


nts 
ffe) 
E.) 
hyr 


wer 


R.) 


ink 
2 to 
ity ; 
_ all 
sity. 
our 


use. 
our 











609 


Edweation {11 NovemBer 1902} 


Bill. 610 


Rules—great as are the changes effected | compartments was moved in the case of 
| the Crimes Act when that Bill had been 


in those Rules since closure was first 
proposed by Mr. Gladstone twenty years 
ago—that our Rules, with all those 


'in Committee for fifteen days. 


changes, are not sufficient to enable this | 


House to deal with the legislative work | t Ss. 
| the Evicted Tenants Bili, it was moved 


which is put before it. That would be an 
insignificant and unimportant admission 
if the legislative work put before it by 
the Government in the course of the 
present session were in any way excessive 
inamount, but, whatever may be thought 


of the merits of the Bills that we have pret ego tes dah dus. 


brought to the notice of the House, 


whatever may be thought in particular | 


of the Bill to which special reference is 
made in this Resolution, I think every 
candid critic will admit that we have 
in this session thrown no undue or 
excessive legislative burden upon the 
Members of this House. And if that be 
30, a8 I think it is, it must be a matter 
of great regret to all interested in our 
Parliamentary procedure that the House 
is incapable of dealing with even that 
modest burden without some such 
exceptional procedure as that which I 
am about to suggest. Now, Sir, I do 
not propose to deal at any length with 
many of the subsidiary, thoughimportant, 
arguments which, I have no doubt, will 
figure largely in the debate which is to 
succeed. As regards precedent, it is not 
perhaps necessary to do more than 
remind the House of what you, Mr. 
Speaker, have already reminded us this 


It was 
moved in the case of the Home Rule Bill 
of 1893 when that Bill had been in Com- 
mittee twenty-eight days. In the case of 


when that Bill had been in Committee two 
days. I have now the painful task of 
moving the closure in regard to the 
Education Bill when that measure has 
been in Committee, not fifteen days, not 
twenty-eight days, and not two days, but 
[An Hon. 
Member: “Not full days.”] I have not 
worked out the hours in each case; I am 
taking the rough estimate, and I think it 
will be found not far from the truth. So 
much for the bare precedents which we 
have to guide us. 

Then, Sir, I come to an argument which, 
I think, is perhaps less relevant to the 
issue than the question of precedents, but 
which is not without its importance ; 
and that is, the number of the minority 
who have throughout these prolonged 
debates on the Education Bill been 
criticising and resisting the proposals 
of the Government. In the cases of the 


| Crimes Act, the Home Rule Bill, and the 


afternoon—that for Closure Resolutions | 
of this character there are three pre- | 


cedents. Thé@re is the precedent of the 


Crimes Act of 1887, there is the pre-| 
cedent of the Home Rule Bill of 1893, | 
and there is the precedent of the Evicted | 
| to 29 per cent., or less than one-third, of 


Tenants Act of 1894. 
Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 


Burghs): And the Special Commission. | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am reminded 
by the right hon. Gentleman that there is 


a fourth precedent—namely, that relating | 


to the Parnell Commission. I should 
hardly have thought that that was on all 
fours, although I have not refreshed my 
memory with the details ; but I will ask 
the House, if they wish to decide the 
question by precedent, to confine their 
attention to the three cases which Mr. 
Speaker has already mentioned. I may 
remind the House that closure 


by 


Evicted Tenants Bill, at all events, it was 
a great contest between the two parties in 
the House—the Government of the day 
and the Opposition of the day ; and I may 
remind the Housethat the Opposition of the 
day were far more near to equality with the 
Government of the day than are the Op- 
position at present. But the opposition to 
this Bill is not conducted by the Opposition 
asa whole. I have had a calculation made, 
and I find that of the persons voting 
in the various divisions on this Bill the 
average against the Government amounted 


those present. Every one who has 
followed the discussions on this Bill 
knows that, though the Opposition has 
been vigorous and effective, still it has 
not represented the great body of opinion 
on the other side of the House. [Cries 
of “Oh,” and an Hon. MEMBER: What 
about the Irish Members?] The figures 
which I have read out are enough to 
prove it. But, though I think it desirable 
to bring that fact before the attention of 
the House, do not let it be supposed that 
I wish to dwell on it. I am perfectly 
ready to admit that the minority, 
although small, is a very important one, 
and that it contains within its ranks a 
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great body of the best English Opposition 
opinion. I do not wish to undervalue its 
strength, vigour, or ability ; though its 
numbers do not compare with the numbers 
of the Opposition who fought the three 
Bills to which reference has already been 
made. 

The next argument, which I mean 
to mention for the purpose of not 
dwelling upon it, is the argument based 
upon obstruction. I do not mean to 
dwell upon that, because my main con- 
tention is wholly irrespective of the 


merits or demerits. of the persons who | 


have been conducting the Opposition. 
If I were to say that Gentlemen opposite 
had been obstructing the Bill, it would 
mean that I intended to pass some severe 
censure on their Parliamentary conduct, 
and that is wholly irrelevant to my case. 
In point of view of temper and mutual 
courtesy, I think the Opposition have 
very greatly distinguished themselves. 
Considering the feelings which, if not 
aroused, have, at all events, been ex- 
pressed outside the walls of this House, 
the moderation of tone which has habitu- 
ally characterised our debates is extremely 


creditable to the House of Commons. | 


Then, I might dwell upon the fact that 
this Bill is only a Bill of twenty 
clauses; and of those clauses I do not 
believe that there are more than four or 
five that can be described as controversial. 
[Cries of “Oh.”] I take as an indication 
of what is a controversial Clause the 
Amendment on the Paper in the name 
of the Leader of the Opposition, and 
I venture to say that, if four or five 
Clauses were eliminated from the Bill, 
it would be found that the other Clauses 
woul] not have provoked any prolonged 
discussion at all, and that we might very 
readily, and without any great expen- 
diture of Parliamentary time, have passed 
the Bill so emasculated into law. There- 
fore, though other Clauses have been 
discussed, it is really four or five that are 
controversial. If that is so, does it not 
throw a very strong light upon the Parlia- 
mentary situation in which we find our- 
selves? After thirty-eight days in 
Committee, we still find ourselves a con- 
siderable distance from the end of the 
Committee stage of the Bill, and with 
the whole of the Report stage of the Bill 
before us, on which every Amendment 
would be in order which we have discussed 


in Committee. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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certain extent superfluous. 


| tion. 
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|. Sir, these arguments, which I have 
briefly touched upon, are all relevant 
_and all important ; but they are not the 
_arguments on which I wish mainly to 
rely in asking the House to decide in 
| favour of this Resolution. If I could not 
_give other and stronger reasons for this 
Motion, I am not sure that these reasons 
would not be sufficient. If the argument 
which I am about to give be sufficient, 
then these other arguments, however 
/important, may be regarded as to a 
I endeavour 
honestly to look at this question quite 
apart from the particular controversy on 
which we are engaged. I remember 
dealing with the Rules over which we 
spent a considerable portion of our time 
earlier in the Session; and I remember 
that I advised the Opposition in their 
criticisms never to forget that they might 
some day be sitting on the right hand of 
the Speaker; and I advised those who 
supported the Government never to for- 
get that the time would come when 
they would be sitting on the left of 
the Speaker ; and it was only by every 
man putting himself in that imaginative 
position that he could give a fair 
verdict on the question. That advice 
I beg to repeat, and even to put in a 
stronger form. I would ask Members of 
the House to withdraw themselves in 
imagination from any special view of 
the merits or demerits of this Bill, and 
as to the convenience or inconvenience 
to which they themselves are personally 
put, and to say whether it is not 
absolutely necessary, after a Bill has 
been debated at the length which has. 
characterised our debates on this Bill, 
that some step of the kind I am propos- 
ing should be taken. We must, as 
Members of Parliament, whether we be 
Conservatives or Radicals, admit that 
Parliament cannot allow itself to be 
rendered absolutely ineffectual and im- 
potent merely by the expenditure of 
time in discussion. The only question 
we have to ask ourselves is—what js the 
best method of giving to ourselves, or 
restoring to ourselves, that efficiency 
which is absolutely necessary if this is to 
be not merely a Chamber for discussion, 
but a Chamber also for legislation? I 
have given, I need hardly say, a great 
deal of thought to the various problems 
which have come to a head in this Resolu- 
These problems have occupied 
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my thoughts—as I doubt not they have 
occupied the thoughts of all Members 
interested in Parliamentary procedure— 
not merely during the recent months, 
but for many years past. What are the 
possible remedies which can be suggested 
for the position of ineffectual impotence 
which | have just described? My right 
hon. friend the Member for the Sleaford 
Division, who is to speak tonight, has 
always had a strong personal leaning 
towards what he calls personal closure. 
He seems to think that the House of 
Commons can deal with this species of 
congestion by taking each offender in 
turn, and dealing summarily with him ; 
and so by this process of expurgation 
gradually reducing our debates within 
reasonable limits. I know he holds that 
view with great earnestness; but I do 
not believe that it is practicable; and I 
am certain that, if my right hon. friend 
had watched this education debate as | 
have watched it, even he would come to 
the conclusion that it was impracticable. 
There has been no personal abuse of the 
tights of debate to be taken notice of by 
the House. I remember the right hon. 


Gentleman opposite, the Member for West | 


Monmouthshire, saying, at an earlier stage 
of these debates, that they had been con. 
ducted on what ne called ‘‘the Report prin- 
ciple "—that is to say, that hardly any 
Member had taken advantage of the 
tight which we all possses in Committee 
of speaking more than once. Broadly 
speaking, that is a perfectly accurate 
statement. I dp not say that no speeches 
were delivered which | thought irrelevant, 
or that no Amendments were moved 
which I thought unnecessary. But the 
idea that you could have remedied this 
particular disease by any form of personal 
closure would never suggest itself to any 
person who had watched these debates. 

I put that remedy aside. The second 
remedy is whether we should use the 
powers of the closure which the standing 
orders give us in such a manner that 
debate may be hurried on, that trifling and 
irrelevant Amendments may be excluded, 
and the general progress of the discussion 
may be so accelerated that exceptional and 
drastic measures may becomeunnecessary. 
[ have always maintained that our closure 
rules under the Standing Orders are 
most effectual, and work excellently, for 
First, Second, and Third Readings or 
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Resolutions, but that they are utterly 
ineffectual to deal with anything like 
the Committee or the Report stages of 
a Bill, in which it is open to the in- 
genuity of any hon. Member to find 
some alternative proposal to that of the 
Government, or to suggest some modifi 
cation of the proposal of the Government. 
That cannot be dealt with effectually, I 
fear—I have always held so—under our 
existing closure rules. It will be admitted 
that I have done my very best to use 
those rules so as to enable the House 
within reasonable compass to deal with 
the controversies raised by this measure, 
and what has been the result? I have 
not succeeded in my effort. The only 
Parliamentary result I know is that the 
hon. Member who cheered ironically a 
moment ago has given notice of an 
Amendment, which he has placed on 
the Paper, which seems to me to contain 
a not obscure attack on the Chair, and 
certainly indicated that, in his opinion, 
even the modest and moderate efforts 
which I have made to expedite business 
were to be branded and characterised ax 
an interference with the rights of free 
discussion. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): If this Motion on my part 
was meant as an attack onthe Chair. 
it certainly would have been put in the 
plainest possible terms. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I confess | 
thought the terms were perfectly plain. 
I saw no ambiguity about them. 
therefore ask those who say that our 
existing methods of expediting business 
are sufficient, to cast their eyes back on 
the experience of the last month, and I 
think they will come to the con- 
clusion that I have come to, that these 
rules are, for the Committee stage of a 
Bill, quite ineffectual and insufficient in 
the case of a measure fought as this 
measure has been fought. 

What is the next remedy which the 
ingenuity of man can suggest? The 
next remedy is that of all-night 
sittings. I do not deny that all-night 
sittings, or a series of all-night sittings, 
may be a necessary, though certainly 
most unhappy form of expediting Parlia- 
mentary business. Let no one pretend, 
however, when they are praising all- 
night sittings as a mode of expediting 
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Parliamentary business, that it either | 
promotes the dignity of the House or | 
increases the freedom of debate. It 
does, in reality, neither one nor the other. 
What it does do is that it enables us, | 
under our existing rules, and without 
some exceptional modifications such as 
Iam now proposing, to force through 
in the teeth of a reluctant minority 
some particular stage or particular 
clauses of a measure. But the objec- 
tions to it are quite obvious. The strain 
put on Members is very great; the 
strain put on the officers of the House is 
even greater. To pretend for a moment 
that discussions carried on under that 
particular species of pressure are equiva- 
valent to the free debate of this House 
at reasonable and seasonable hours 
is, of course, an extravagant  pro- 
position which no one would defend. 
In this case it would be wholly 
ineffectual. It might be possible—I 
doubt it—to finish by this method of a 
series of all-night sittings, by the applica- 
tion of physical torture in the form of 
want of sleep, the remaining Clauses in 
the Committee stage of this Bill, for these 
Clauses are of a kind which do not excite 
much heat or passion. But when you 
have done that you have the Report stage. 
and on the Report stage every Amend- 
ment raised on the Committee stage can 
be repeated ; and I believe it is neither 
physically possible nor morally desirable 
to attempt such a terrific process of 
forcible debate, as to carry ail the re- 
maining stages by requiring Gentlemen 
who oppose and support the Government 
to sit up all night in an endeavour to 
make progress—to sit all night, night 
after night, in order to expedite business. 
I reject, therefore, all these measures. 
There are two others, and only two, 
which occur to me as possible. One is, 
that we might carry on this session to 
an indefinite period, to January, Febru- 
ary, or March, and tocontinue all through 
these weary months the discussion on the 
Education Bill. I do not know that any 
one is going to propose that as a proper 
method of dealing with the situation. I 
have given it a great deal of thought, 
and so great is my aversion to any form 
of closure by compartments that | 
abandon it, I frankly admit, with the 
utmost reluctance. A plan of that sort 
disorganises the whole Parliamentary 
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chronology. I do not know whether it 


would bring us into conflict with the 
law as to the annual Estimate or 


Supplies, but Iam sure it isfraught with 


great inconvenience, for it absolutely 
destroys the rights of private Members 
so long as it lasts. In addition to that, 
it utterly disorganises the work of the 
succeeding session. Therefore, for these 
and other reasons with which I need not 
trouble the House, and on the whole, 
though not without hesitation and re- 
luctance, I find myself forced to abandon 
the idea of recommending that course to 
the House. There remains only one 
other plan, and that isthe plan known 
as “ carrying over.” I have always had 
a weakness for that plan. I am quite 
aware that I stand almost alone in that. 
[An Hon. MEMBER : “ No, xo, many of us 
wouldagree.”’] I remember a Committee 
of which I was. if not the chairman, at 
least the labouring oar on behalf of the 
Government, and I drew up a Report. 
We had a long fight over that Report. 
In it I recommended a plan for carrying 
over, and I contrived to carry that Report 
by a bare Party majority. In every 
division there were against me the right 
hon. member for West Monmouth, Mr. 
Gladstone, and, I think, the right hon. 
Member for the Montrose Burghs; at 
all events the whole strength of the 
Opposition on a very strong [Parlia- 
mentary Committee was against me ; and 
whenever I have further suggested this 
plan of carrying over to my own friends 
on this side of the House it has been 
received with cold disapproval—that 
phrase would be too mild. I have therefore 
come to the conclusion that, whether it 
would be a good plan or a bad plan, it is 
not a plan which is ever likely to receive 
favour from any body of the House, or to 
become embodied as part of our ordinary 
machinery in the Standing Orders. I 
confess there is one argument against the 
plan of carrying over which I did not 
realise at the period to which I am re- 
ferring, but which has been borne in upon 
me by reflection and experience since, and 
it is this. I am not sure that the char- 
acter cf this House could really survive a 
discussion on the trumpery details—even 
the most important Bill has its trumpery 
details—of a Bill extending not merely 
week after week, but month after month, 
and extending to session after session. 
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I believe we should get so sick of the pro- | 
ceedings, and of ourselves, and the country 
would get so sick of us, that we should | 
sink under general derision or personal 
weariness, and therefore, I have to admit 
that my own views have on this subject 
undergone some change. Even if I 
thought I could carry such a_ proposal, | 
which I am convinced I could not, 
should not, after the experience which I 
have described, press it with the same 
youthful enthusiasm which I once pos- 
sessed. 

I believe that I have now exhausted 
every conceivable plan by which the 
House would be enabled to do that 
which everybody must admit it must do 
—namely, to carry an important Bill in 
a session which has not been unduly 
crowded by other work. That is the 
minimum which the House allows itself 
to do. But if every other method by 
which that end can be attained is to be 
abandoned, we are driven back reluct- 
antly, sorrowfully, but inevitably, on the 
plan which I now have to propose to the 
House. Before asking the House to 
agree with that proposition, I would ask 
whether we have been unreasonable, 
either in the length of time we have 
allowed this Bill to go on in Committee, 
or in the general distribution of the 
business of the Session. I will remind 
the House of a calculation which I laid 
before it when discussing the Rules, and 
in which I pointed out that so long as 
the House was determined to spend as 
much time as it habitually spends on the 
King’s Speech, on Supply, and all other 
financial arrangements, upon private 
Members’ time, even as curtailed by the 
new Rules, and upon the other business 
absolutely necessary for conducting the 
business of the country, it did not leave 
more than six weeks for new Government 
legislation—I exclude the Budget, of 
course—but in a normal session for 
ordinary legislation I think that too small. 
I think that the House ought to curtail 
its privileges of criticism in order to 
give more time to legislation, but I 
will not press that now. We shall have 
spent on the Committee stage alone 


of this Bill something like fifteen 
days more than those six weeks. 
Three weeks of Parliamentary time, 


more than all the time available for 
new legislation under the normal 
system, we will have actually spent before 
the Committee stage comes to an end, 
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in discussing the Committee stage alone 
single measure. Surely this 
is exhibiting far more patience than 
the Conservative Government did over 


'the Crimes Act in 1887, or the Home 


Rule Government did in the Home Rule 
Bill in 1893, and certainly not going near 
the headlong impatience of the right hon. 
Member for Montrose, who came down 
and moved closure by compartments 
after, I think, twodays of Committee on 
the Evicted Tenants Bill Surely we, who 


have gone on already thirty-eight days, 


have shown ample and long-suffering 
patience before applying the painful, 
drastic, but effectual remedy I have 
proposed. 

I hope, Sir, I have proved to the 
House that the Government had no 
alternative but to adopt the general 
policy which I have sketched out. But 
it may be asked, and I think it ought to 
be asked, whether this is the best 
machinery by which that general policy 
can be carried into effect. I frankly tell 
the House I do not think it is. I think 
there is something clumsy in closure by 
compartments. It is not an ideal form ; 
but it is, however, the form consecrated, 
if I may use the word in such a connec- 
tion, by past experience. If I had 
attempted to bring before the House. any 
more elaborate scheme such as those 
which I have taken the trouble to 
compare, they would, I think, have had 
a right to ask for more time to consider it 
than I trust they will have on the 
present occasion, and I confess | am 
reluctantly compelled to the belief that 
what has been done hitherto, up to the 
present time, three times, and, after to- 
night’s debate, will have been done four 
times, has not been done for the last. 
time, and the House ought really to take 
into serious consideration, I think, some 
better machinery for dealing with a 
situation like the present. I therefore 
make no pretensions to perfection in the 
plan I have adopted. I can only say it is 
the plan adopted by my predecessors, 
and it is the plan which I would advise 
the House, all things considered, to 
employ for the present occasion. I asked 
hon. Gentlemen on both sides of the 
House in a early part of my speech to 
imagine themselves in the place of 
Ministers sitting here, and then try 
and consider the position of the 
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minority of this House. I am 
perfectly aware that there may be 
friends of mine who, agreeing with the 
Government in their general policy, and 
ardently supporting them, as they have, 
in the debates over this Bill, neverthe- 


less cannot help feeling some misgiving | 
lest the precedent which we are using | 


may be used against us. Well, Sir, I do 
not think they need entertain that fear, 
by which I by no means suggest that, 
if a Home Rule Government, a Govern- 
ment composed of hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, came into power, 
they would not employ closure bycompart- 
ments, because I have very little doubt 
that under some circumstances they 
would, but I do not think their course 
would be rendered easier by the pre- 
cedent we are setting tonight. But if 
they will promise not to employ closure 
by compartments until we have been 
thirty-eight days in Committee on some 
controversial measure, I think my hon. 
friends may be perfectly sure, in the 


first place, that the precedent will not 


be often used ; and, in the second place, 
that, when used, it will be one which it 
will be practically impossible for the 
House of Commons, as a whole, to 
resist. We know by observation that 
they are perfectly prepared not to follow 
our precedent, but to follow their own, 
and the proceedings on the Evicted 
Tenants Bill will give a good deal of 
thought to those who fear that anything 
we may do tonight will facilitate the 
task which may fall upon our successors 
in office. Those Gentlemen have already 
shown how they are prepared to deal 
with a Bill after two nights in Com- 
mittee, and if we are now showing to 
them and the country the kind of sacri- 
fice which we in a majority are prepared 
to make of time and trouble in order 
to secure free debate for this House, the 
precedent we have set will not be one 
which will militate against ample dis- 
cussion, but, on the contrary, will have 
precisely the opposite effect. I hope I 
have now shown the House, in no con- 
troversial spirit, without, I trust, raising 


any debates which are likely to excite | 


passion, why it is that, as Leader of the 
House of Commons, responsible for the 
moment for the business of the House, I 


deem it necessary in the interests of the | 


House that this Resolution should be 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 620 


| passed. I do not base it on the merits of 
| the Bill we are now discussing ; I do not 
| base it on the demerits of the Opposition ; 
_Ibase it on the broad fact that Parlia- 
/ment has to do its work. That argu- 
| ment seems to me amply sufficient, and 
that argument is the one on which I rely 
in asking the House to support us on 
the present occasion. I beg to move. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Proceedings in Committee 
and on Report of the Education (England 
and Wales) Bill (including Proceedings 
‘on the Financial Resolution relating 
thereto), shall, unless previously dis. 
posed of, be brought to a conclusion at 
times and in the manner hereinafter 
mentioned :— 

“‘(a) The Proceedings in Committee on 
the remaining part of Clause 12, and on 
Clause 13, on Wednesday 12th November; 
(6) The Proceedings on Clauses 14,13, 
16 and 17, on Thursday 13th November; 
(c) The Proceedings on Clauses 18, 19 
and 20, and on the Committee Stage of 
the Financial Resolution, on Friday, 14th 
November ; (¢d) The Proceedings on 
Report of the Financial Resolution, and 
on the New Clause relating to the aid 
grant, on Monday, 17th November; (¢) 
The Proceedings on the New Clauses 
relating to endowments, local authority's 
managers, and grouping, on Tuesday, 
18th November ; (f) The Proceedings on 
the New Clause relating to managers, 
and any other Government New Clauses, 
on Schedules, and any new Government 
Schedules, and any other Proceedings 
necessary to bring the Committee Stage 
to a conclusion, on Thursday, 20th 
November; (g) The consideration of 
the Report shall be appointed for Tuesday, 
25th November ; and the Proceedings on 
Report on any New Clauses and on 
Amendments to Parts I. and II. of the 
Bill shall be brought to a conclusion cn 
that day ; (h) The Proceedings on Report 
‘on Amendments to Part III. of the Bill 
shall be brought to a conclusion on 
Thursday, 27th November ; (i) The pro- 
ceedings on the Report of the Bill shall 
be concluded on Friday, 28th November. 

“At 11 p.m. on the said days, or, if 
the day is a Friday, at 4.30 p.m., the 
Chairman or Speaker shall put forthwith 
the Question or Questions on any Amend- 
/ment or Motion already proposed from 
the Chair, and shall next proceed succes 
| sively to put forthwith the Question on 
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any Amendments moved by the Govern- | of its passing, what will be the evil con- 
ment of which notice has been given, but | sequences of its delay, and, above all, 
no other Amendments, and on ‘every | whether there has been leading up to 
Question necessary to dispose of the | this incident of the day anything in the 
allotted Business. | nature of obstruction—that is to say, of 

“In the case of new Clauses and | a deliberate determination to thwart and 





Schedules, he shall put only the Question | 
that such Clause or Schedule be added to | 
the Bill. | 

“Proceedings under this Order shall | 


not be interrupted (except at an After- | 
noon Sitting at 7.30 p.m.) under the | 
provisions of any Standing Order relating | 
to Sittings of the House. 

“ After the passing of this Order, on | 
any day on which any proceedings on the | 
Education (England and Wales) Bill | 
stand as the first Order of the Day, no | 
Dilatory Motion on the Bill, nor under | 
Standing Order 17, nor Motion to post- | 
pone a Clause, shall be received unless | 
moved by the Minister in charge of the | 
Bill, and the Question o: any such 
Motion shall be put forthwith. | 

“ If Progress be reported, the Chairman | 
shall put this Order in force in any | 
subseq ent sitting of the Committee.”— | 


(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


(3.42.) Str. H. CAMPBELL-BAN NER- | 


MAN (Stirling Burghs) : I fully recognise, 
as every one must, the amiable and even | 
philosophic tone in which the right hon. 
Gentleman has moved this Resolution, 
but I rise to move an Amendment which 
invites the House to decline to give its 
approval of the course which he proposes 
we shall take. I am sure of one thing— 
that the sentiment he expressed on this 
subject is sMared by us all. I am sure | 
there is in no part of the House a single 
man who regards a summary and 
forcible procedure of this kind otherwise 
than with repugnance. On the other 
hand, I am equally sure that there is no 
one, or almost no one, who does not 
admit that there may be extreme, and | 
urgent, and exceptional cases in which | 
it may be necessary to useit. But 
before we are satisfied that any such 
course is not expedient only, but neces- | 
sary (because it goes beyond expediency 
to the bounds of necessity) every Member | 
ought to examine what is the nature— 
because it depends uponthis—and I would | 
even use another word, the texture—of | 
the Bill before the House, what are the 
circumstances of its origin, what is the | 
feeling regarding it, what is the urgency | 


'It was, therefore, not 


impede the progress of the Bill. The 
right hon. Gentleman gives the go-by to 
this question of obstruction, but the 
whole of this machinery, so far as it has 
been applied, has been applied solely for 
pure obstruction. It is in obstruction :t 
had its origin, and that is the mischief 
for which it is the cure, and therefore it 
is the more necessary for the right hon. 
Gentleman, as he abandons obstruction. 
to prove his case on other grounds. I 
have said that we all admit there must 
be exceptions, but I find that there are 
two notable authorities in the House who 
do not admit any necessity for the Rule 
at all. There were two opinions expressed 


| on the occasion so often referred to—that 


of the Home Rule Bill. One of these 


authorities said : 


‘*I donot come here to oppose this Resolution 


| as a Unionist, but because I think it is absolutely 
| inconsistent with the very elements of the life 


of a free debating assembly.” 


because the 
Home Rule Bill was in itself so abomin- 


| able, not because it was so dangerous to 


the Empire, or on any ground of that 


/sort; it was apart altogether from the 


merits of the Bill that he opposed the 
Resolution as being inconsistent with the 
very elements of the life of a free debating 


| assem bly. 


“We are going,” said this authority ‘“ to 
set up a precedent which for all time will 
impair the efficiency and cloud the honour of 
this assembly,” and he went on to describe the 
Resolution as “the wreck of the liberties of 
Parliament.’ 

This was quite apart from, and irre- 
spective of, any particular circumstances 
of the merits or demerits of the Bill to 
which the procedure was to be applied. 
The other high authority said :— 

‘We are on a declining plane. The Govern 
ment for very shame proposes to give us a month. 
The next Government will perhaps give us a 


| week only.” 


A prediction which has been most accur- 
ately fulfilled. 

‘* Be sure of this,” 
the authority went on— 


‘“‘ the tendency is constantly to diminish. You 
are on a fatal incline. I would say that a 
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Bill of this kind ought in no case, under no | 
circumstances, under no stress, in no extremity, 
to be subjected to any curtailment of froe | 
debate.” 
Those were the opinions of the present | 
First Lord of the Treasury and the | 
Secretary of State for the Colonies. And 
now the First Lord comes forward with 
a proposal identical with the one to| 
which he then objected. I leave to him 
the task of reconciling his proceeding | 
now with the opinions he then ex- | 
pressed, 

For my part, I take a much more! 
moderate and reasonable view. We. 
must contemplate that there may be 
cases of extreme urgency which demand 
this somewhat violent interference with 
the rights of minorities. But what is | 
the case today? The right hon. Gentle- 
man has given up the case so far as it is 
founded on obstruction, as well he may. 
The only obstruction I have observed 
was of a most casual, accidental, and_ 
genial kind. It proceeded from the 
benches opposite. On more than one 
occasion there appeared to be a little 
difficulty in marshalling the forces of the 
Government, and hon. Members opposite 
continued to debate on some small point, 
having a difficulty in adapting their 
countenances to the seriousness of the | 
matter before the House; and they 
carried on the debate, if debate it could 
be called, until a member of the King’s 
Household came in and told them in an 
audible voice that it was unnecessary to 
keep it up any longer. I make no 
objection whatever. On the contrary, 
they were doing, no doubt, a good public 
service. It must be so, because I observe 
that one of the hon. Members who took 
a leading part in that proceeding has 
promptly received a high honour from 
the Government. 

What has happened on this Bill? 
On both sides of the House Amend- | 
ments have been moved and accepted ; 
and that reminds me to _ point. 
out an extraordinary omission on the 
part of the right hon. Gentleman. He 
has said nothing of the nature of the, 
Bill, or of its attendant circumstances. | 
Now, we found our whole case upon the | 
nature of the Bill, and we say that 
these numerous Amendments would not | 
have been necessary if the Bill had not 
been introduced in such an elementary 
condition that it had to be patched and | 
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mended in order that it might hold 
together at all. Obstruction! Why | 
venture to say that never has a Party, 
regarding a measure as obnoxious, so 
single-mindedly done so much to improve 
it. [ MINISTERIAL laughter.] The Colonial 
Secretary, as usual, laughs. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For tue 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): Not as usual. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN; 
Have none of those Amendments, the 
discussion of which was so tedious and 
inconvenient, been adopted by the 
Government ? Compare the condition 
of the Bill now—up to and including 
Clause 12—with its original form, and 
you will find at once a complete justifi- 
cation of all that has happened, and an 
overwhelming confirmation of my con- 
tention. Go back to the Home Rule 
Bill. The Opposition of those days 
were exerting all their ingenuity to ruin 
that Bill. But on this occasion my hon. 
friends, who are, many of them, experts 
in education, who are thorough masters 
of the subject, who know it in its practical 
working, have been doing their best to 
improve your Bill and make it more 
workable. Amendment after Amend- 
ment has been introduced by the 
Government to meet the views expressed 
by my hon. friends, and without being 
so effusively and submissively grateful as 
the right hon. gentleman expected, we 
at least acknowledge the fact. 


The right hon. gentleman says that 
Parliamentary institutions are on their 
trial. He made a speech in the City not 
long ago in which he said that these 
long debates were adiscredit to the 
House off Commons, and that Parlia- 
ment would not retain its position if they 
were allowed to continue. Now he 


'speaks of Parliament being ineffective 


and impotent. And what is his cure for 


‘the ineffectiveness and impotence of 


Parliament ? It is to suspend the 
privileges of the House of Commons; it 
is to institute government by executive 
degree ; it is to take away the powers of 
Parliament. That is how he thinks he 
will increase the respect of the country 
for it. That is not the way at all. I 
think I shall be able by-and-bye to give 
some reasons that go far to account for 





624 


hold 
hy I 
arty, 
ls, so 
prove 
lonial 


R THE 
Bir- 


[AN: 
, the 
3 and 

the 
ition 
ding 
and 
stifi- 
d an 
con- 
Rule 
days 
ruin 
hon. 
perts 
sters 
tical 
st to 
nore 
end- 

the 
assed 
eing 
ul as 
|. we 


that 
sheir 
not 
hese 

the 
rlia- 
they 

he 
tive 
> for 
=] of 

the 
i 
itive 
rs of 
s he 
ntry 


give 
> for 





625 Education 


the condition of things which exist. | 
Last night, at a festive scene, the right | 
hon. gentleman again pleasantly de-| 
scribed our debates. It seems to 
be a favourite topic with the right) 
hon. Gentleman. He says we have) 
had a great deal of local govern- | 
meni, a great deal of religion, but) 
very little of education. If that is so, | 
why is it? Local government? Yes, 
because this Bill transgresses some of 
the most elementary principles of local | 
government, because it brought, as | 
originally introduced, confusion of the | 
powers and duties of local bodies, because 
it abolishes—I am sorry I have to speak 
in the present tense— efficient local bodies, 
and imposes on other local bodies new 
and strange functions which they do 
not ask for, and which, on one hand 
and the other, they are declining to 
undertake. This Bill, which is to affect 
local government, high and low, through- 
out the country, leaves definitions unde- 
fined and boundaries unmarked. That 
is why there has been so much of local 
government in the debates. Then why 
have you heard so much about religion ? 
Because the main purpose of a great 
part of this Bill is not the improvement 
of education, but the establishment of 
denominational teaching—a purpose 
religious, not educational. One de- 
nomination is to be quartered on the, 
rates for teaching purposes, and the | 
atmosphere of one religious sect is to be 
created and maintained in schools which 
we are still ‘to call national. That is 
why you have heard so much about) 
religious questions, and why you will. 
continue to hear so much, unless one 
thing is done. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man disclaims that that is the object of 
the Bill, let him sweep the parts I have 
referred to out of the Bill, and I promise 
him that in proportion as he does so, 
he will hear less of religion. 


Let us go back to the origin of this 
Bill, for in the case of a Bill so compli- 
cated, so thorny, so difficult, it is well 
to go back to its origin when it is 
intended to inflict this grievous blow 
on the privileges of Parliament on its 
account. Let us put aside the question 
of educational reform, and of the exten- 
sion of higher education, especially of a_| 
scientific and technical kind. That is | 
not a matter with which there is a | 
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“ha’porth ” of difference inthe country ; 
everybody is agreed on that. If you 
had introduced a Bill dealing with that 
subject, it would have gone through 
rapidly, with only such discussion as was 
necessary to make it work well. Could 
not that have been done without dab- 
bling with elementary education? If 
Parliament has been brought to any- 


‘thing in the nature of an impasse, we 


must ask those who led us into it why 
they did it. We must ask the Govern- 
ment why they took up the subject of 
elementary education. They themselves 
evidently did not see the necessity for 
interfering much or soon with elemen- 
They introduced Bills 
in 1899, 1890, and even in 1901—after 
the Cockerton decision had lopped off 
the top branches of the School Board 
system ; but these three Bills did not 
touch elementary education. If it is 
said to have been necessary on the 
ground of educational efficiency, I have 
taken the trouble to get the latest 
Report of the Board of Education, and I 
find this on the subject of general 
efficiency :— 

“The general efficiency of public elementary 
schools throughout the country is maintained 
at a high level, and while there is still room 
for improvement in many schools, very few 
wholly fail to provide adequate instruction for 
the children attending them. During the 
year only one school had the grant withheld 
ona second report of inefficiency under the 
conditions of Article 86 of the Code ;” and soon. 
Do not let it be imagined that this is the 
optimistic view of some self-satis‘ied clerk 
in a public Department, who never sees 
anything beyond the walls of his office ; 
this is signed by “ Devonshire, president, 


and John E. Gorst, vice-president, of the 


Committee of Council on Education.” 
Here is the highest authority that there 
was no urgent and clamant necessity for 


‘interfering with elementary education. 


It is easy to say what was the origin of 
the introduction into the Education Bill, 
which was wanted by the country, of all 
these provisions about elementary schools 
which were not wanted by the country. 
It was the demand of the Church party. 
There is no question about it. 1 have 
here circulars they sent out. Their atti- 
tude was, “ Now or never. Let us take 
advantage of this great majority. Where 
shall we be if the election comes to turn 
on educational issues? Let us make hay 
while the 1900 South African sun still 
shines.” 
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Now I come to an argument on today’s 
we which commends _ itself 
strongly, I know, to many of my friends, 
and certainly largely influences people 
outside—the argument that there has 
been no mandate for this Bill. I would 
say at once that I cannot carry this 
doctrine of a mandate to the full length 
to which it is pushed. I don’t think we 
can constitutionally fetter the action of 
any Parliament which may at any time 
take into consideration the subject which 
it considers most needs consideration ; but 
at the same time no one can doubt, and 
everyone knows, the altogether exceptional 
character of the last general election. I 
could quote a perfect anthology of the 
sayings of Ministers, but there is one I 
have here, so remarkable, that I think it 
is worth while quoting it. It is the most 
emphatic of all ; and, being emphatic, the 
House will expect that I should say 
it comes from the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies. He proc.aimed that Liberals 
might vote against their party at the 
election without any prejudice to their 
Liberal opinions. He said— 


“There had been a wonderful turnover of 
the mining vote in the North of England. 
Thousands and thousands of miners who had 
never voted Unionist before, who still called 
themselves Liberals and Radicals, had on this 
occasion supported the Unionist candidate. 
He did not say that they had changed their 
views. They were probably Liberal and 
Radical as before, and they would probably 
vote for Liberals and Radicals at the next 
election, but at this election they had voted 
for the Unionist candidate. Why had they 


{COMMONS} 
| of that ? 


{this House. 
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The right hon. Gentleman 
indulged in a little sceptical smile and a 
few sceptical words as to the real nature 
of the strong feeling which exists outside 
But I can only say that I 
am certain of this—and I think most 
Members of the House on both sides know 
it—that you have raised the feeling of 
the Free Churchmen in this country toa 
warmth of fervour that we have never 
/seen in our generation, and it will not 
|do to put that away with a smile. The 
mass of them may be poor and humble men, 
but they are the kind of men who for 
many generations have been accustomed 
to win in every battle in which they 





earnestly and seriously engaged. Then 
'we have had lately half-a-dozen_bye- 
| elections since this Bill was introduced. 
| So far as it goes, what does that test of 
_public opinion show? In those six 
| bye-elections the Liberal vote has gone 
| up by 39 per cent.,and the Government 
vote has gone down by 8 per cent.— 
‘not very encouraging to right hon. 
'Gentlemen opposite, and not very 
‘favourable to the prospects of a peace- 
able and quiet and permanent settlement 
on these lines of this great educational 
| question. My contention is that a Bill 
| of this character requires the fullest and 
| freeest discussion, because it is designed 
| for a permanent settlement which affects 
‘closely the daily life of the people; it 
| touches the conscience as well as political 
| principle and opinion ; and—another fact 


done that? Because they saw that the issue | which is not to be forgotten—once it has 


at the present time was not a question of | 
somestic policy, such as Church Disestablish- 
ment or Liquor Prohibition, but a question of | 
the existence of the Empire.” 

How many of these votes would have 
been secured if the right hon, Gentleman 
had gone out telling them all, “ Every 
vote given to a Unionis‘ is a vote given 
against School Boards ” ¢ 

Up to that point I fully acknowledge the 
force of this view of the case. The Govern- 
ment are acting, I will not say with a false 
majority, but with a majority which was 
not elected on any subject such as this. 
It is well known, and I am not stating 
— that can be contradicted. But 
though that invalidates the power and 


authority of the Government and may 
hamper it very much, I do not go so far 
as to say that an absolutely fresh mandate 
is required for every great Bill that is to 
be introduced. What is the feeling of the 
country now? What evidence have we 


Mr. H. Campbell-Bannerman, 


passed through the House of Commons 
it will find its way to the statute book 
| without much chance of emendation or 
| alteration in its course. 

| Now, would a few days more debate, a 
|few days more delay, have been such a 
| dreadful evil after all? [MINISTERIAL cries 
| of “ Oh.”] It would have been no evil to 
‘education. The schools which the high 
authorities I have quoted say are excel- 
lent, would have gone on all the same. 
Nothing would have interrupted them, 
‘and what evil would have come from it! 
| Supposing there had been delay, or even 
postponement, what would have hap- 
pened? So far as 1 am aware, one 
thing, and one thing only, would have 
happened. Inconvenience would have 
been imposed on Members of this House. 
— debates are, no doubt, irksome 
and wearisome, especially to those who do 
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not follow them closely, but something, 
after all, is due to the public interest. 
Moreover, is the right hon. Gentleman 
personally altogether free from blame ? 
He devoted the early part of this year to 
the Procedure Rules, which again were 
mainly introduced to suit the comfort 
and convenience of hon. Members; 
and what has he gained by them? 
He has got his dinner hour and 
his week-end, but I remember warn- 
ing him that, so far as my own 
observation and experience, and that 
of others better qualified than myself 
to judge, went, his dinner hour at 
any rate would not conduce to the 
rapid passage of business ; and I think 
he has found that to be so now. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Oh, no, dis- 
tinctly not. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Well. you have not been able to keep 
your men here; but that is another mat- 
ter. 1 am sure it has not increased the 
facility for business. [MINISTERIAL cries 
of “Oh.”] At all events, here we were, 
plunged into these Rules, many of which 
are not yet passed, and many of them, of 
the most controversial kind, truncated 
and left half finished, though the best 
part of the Session was devoted to t hem. 
Then we have seen the extraordinary 
drafting and preparation of this Bill—the 
lacune and slips and inconsistencies which 
the Government themselves found out, 
and which the less acute minds on this 
side of the Hotrse have also seen. There 
have been changes of mind throughout 
the whole proceedings. The right hon. 
Gentleman is very much struck by the 
fact that this is a twenty-clause Bill. He 
seems to measure a Bill by its clauses, but 
surely if ever there was a case in which 
you could say ponderanda, non numeranda, 
it should be in regard to the clauses of 
a Bill. . Why, a ten-clause Bill, or, for 
what I know, a one-clause Bill, could send 
the House of Commons packing, and 
establish some sort of government by 
Cabinet in its place. How much time 
would it have taken to have gone on as 
we were going on? Everything was 
going quietly. It is true, as the right 
hon. Gentleman says, that the most out- 
standing and complex questions of diffi- 
culty have been passed, and what re- 
mained were comparatively easy and un- 
important. Why did not the right hon. 
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Gentleman have a little patience? He 
said that they had had a great deal 
of long-suffering patience. [MINISTERIAL 
cheers.] Well, “long-suffering” is a rather 
unpleasant word to use against those most 
of whom, either as regards the manner or 
the matter of their speeches, you can make 
no complaint; but a little more patience 
would have seen him through. He 
brought forward a number of Quixotic 
and extreme suggestions, such as the 
question, “Are you going to have all- 
night sittings in a case of this sort until 
every one is exhausted?” No; no one 
out of a lunatic asylum suggests it. But 
there was this solution of the difficulty 
to which he did not refer—that is, to be 
sure, when you have a big Bill of this 
sort, touching such a thorny question, 
to give it the best of thesession; and 
certainly, to be sure that itis drawn in 
such a way as to avoid rather than 
encourage Amendments. And, lastly, I 
think you ought, when you have begun 
it,to go on with it until it has passed 
through the House of Commons, which 
would not involve any very exaggerated 
time, and would save you the necessity 
of committing this dreadful inroad, as 
the right hon. Gentleman admits, upon 
the rights and privileges of Parliament. 
Our real purpose has been—while we 
have maintained our opinion, and re- 
served our opinion on the obnoxious 
parts of the Bill—to bring order out of 
educational chaos; but now the decent 
discussion of the details of this Bill is to 
be sacrificed to the fiat of the Minister 
and the ease and convenience of Mem- 
bers. What contribution will be made 
by the Members to the dignity, renown 
and efficiency of Parliament? None 
whatever. On the contrary, a blow will 
be struck at it. In that, at least, we 
will have no hand, and I beg to move 
the Amendment which stands in my 
name. 


Amendment proposed — 

“To leave out all the words after the word 
‘That,’ in line 1, and to add the words, ‘this 
House declines to entertain a proposal to 
restrict debate upon a measure which, since it 
vitally affects the whole working of local 
government and administration, and, while 
assuming to establish a permanent system of 
national education, endows denominational 
teaching out of the rates without securing full 
popular control, demands the most searching 
examination in every particular.’”—(Sir Henry 
Campbell-Bannerman. ) 
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Question proposed, “That the words 
to the end of line 6, stand part of the 
Question.” 


Education 


| to give you a month. 


*(4.15.) Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, | 
Sleaford): I ask the indulgence of the 
House, and especially of many hon. 
Members on this side, while I endeavour 
to state the reasons which, after much 
thought and reluctance, compel me, 
on every ground, and with every sense 
of duty, consistency, and self-respect, 
and of regard for the future position 


of this House, to take the course 
which I intend to take tonight 


—namely, to oppose this Motion. I 
listened with the greatest interest to every- 
thing that fell from my right hon. friend 
tonight, and while I did so the memory 
of a similar ‘occasion came back upon 
me with a force which it was almost 
impossible to resist. I seemed to witness | 
once again the scene which was before 
us on that occasion, and to hear again 
the speeches which were made by men, 
old friends and colleagues of my own, 
with whom in perfect union I had been 
working all my Parliamentary ; life and 
I frankly own that the contrast, the 
glaring contrast, for it is nothing else, be- 
tween their sentiments and views at that 
time and the policy which they propose 
today, is to me one of the most painful, and 
as regards the future of the Tory party, 
I consider, one of the most dangerous 
episodes I remember in a very long 
Parliamentary career. I will not dwell 
more, however, upon this, but I must stop 
for a moment to notice yet another striking 
contrast between the proceedings of today 
and upon that occasion ; because it raises 
a rather serious question, and it affords 
some evidence, I think, of the rather 
impatient spirit in which the Prime 
Minister is treating the House upon this 
occasion. When Mr. Gladstone moved 
his famous Resolution on the 29th of 
June 1893, he gave the House a week 
~ till the 6th of July—before it came 
into operation ; but my right hon. friend 
moved his Resolution tonight, and it is 
to take effect tomorrow. 
tribute, Iadmit, to the 


prophecy which has fallen upon one of | 
his colleagues, my right hon. friend the | 
Secretary for the Colonies, for you have, | 
I think, already been reminded that, | 
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speaking on Mr. Gladstone’s Motion in 
1893, he said— 

“The Government for very shame propose 

The next, perhaps, will 
give you a week only.” 
Why, the Prime Minister has done a 
good deal better than that because 
between my right hon. friend’s Resolu- 
tion and the hour when the knife is to 
descend on his victims, he gives us 
only a single day. But this raises a 
serious question. It does not rest with 
the right hon. Gentleman to settle 
whether or not this resolution is to be 
carried at a single sitting. What right 
has he to assume, as he does by the 
very words of his Motion, that it will 
be? It is certain that it can be only 
by the c'osure if it is; and unless 
—which I will not believe—he has come 
to some arrangement with Mr. Speaker 
beforehand on this subject, what right, 
I say, has heorany Minister to presume 
that Mr. Speaker, who is the guardian 
of our privileges, and, above all, of our 
rights of speech, will assent to any such 
proposal, before, at all events, he has 
heard the views of Gentlemen in all 
parts of the House? All I know is this, 
that when a Motion for the closure was 
made on the first night of Mr. Gladstone’s 
Resolution in 1893, it was emphatically 
refused by Mr. Speaker Peel, and in 
these words, for I have referred to them 
myself— 

“I shall certainly decline to put that 
Motion.” 

I shall continue to believe that the 
present honoured occupant of the Chair— 


*Mr. SPEAKER : This is quite out of 
order. The right hon. Gentleman is 
proceeding now to discuss and even to 
dictate to the Chair what its course 
should be. I shall do my duty, I hope, 
should the occasion arise, but I decline 
to allow any debate beforehand as to 
the course I should pursue. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN : Iam most sorry if 
anything that fell from me gave that 
impression for a moment to you. I was 
about to use the very words that fell 
from you, that the occupant of the 
Chair might assuredly be trusted to do 
his duty. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
Gentleman will understand that I did 
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not imply that he had said anything 
except in a perfectly courteous manner, 
but I considered that what he was doing 
was not in accordance with order and 
the Rules of the House. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN : ! am extremely sorry 
if I have committed the slightest 
breach in that respect; I was arguing 
against what appeared to me to be the 
assumption contained in the very words 
of the Motion, that this proposal must 
be carried tonight. I pass then, Mr. 
Speaker, altogether from that branch of 
the question ; merely saying this, that I 
think there was some justification for the 
views which struck me with regard to it. 
The Prime Minister has based his case 
very much on the necessity for this 
Motion, if, as he says, we are to preserve 
the dignity of this Assembly and our 
power to carry out any legislation at all. 
Well, Sir, Iam quite as anxious as my 
right hon. friend to maintain the dignity 
of this Assembly. My complaint of 
him is this, that by his Rules, which have 
been referred to already, and on which 
so much of the time of this session has 
been spent, he has done so very little to 
preserve its dignity. That is why I 
have always quarrelled with his Rules. 
Undoubtedly there was a strong demand 
both here and in the 2ountry for reforms 
in Rules in order to check disorder 
and to curb obstruction. A whole code 
of Rules was introduced accordingly, and 
what is the result? Has anything at all 
been done to preserve the dignity of the 
House, or check disorder, or curb ob- 
struction ? Nothing—practically nothing; 
and I think it has been proved by the 
result, and by the necessity for the 
violent proceedings which are proposed 
tonight. The night before Parliament 
assembled, my right hon. friend, I 
think it was at the Mansion House, 
passed a glowing eulogium on the 
House of Commons and what was. 
termed the Mother of Parliaments. I 
cannot say when I read it in the morn- | 
ing that I entirely agreed with him, and 
he met with a rather unfortunate reply on | 
the very following day, when a Member of | 
the House, in the course of one of the | 
debates, did his best in a most violent | 
scene to personally assault him while he | 
was in his 


[Cries of “No. at 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): There 
was no attempt whatever to assault him. 
Is the right hon. Gentleman’s remark in 
order ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
Gentleman is merely drawing his own 
conclusions from what he saw. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to say, in justice to 
others, that the statement is inaccurate ? 


*Mr. CHAPLIN: If the hon. Member 
knows that, I will withdraw it instantly. 
That is the impression which sitting up 
here the hon. Member gave me, and 
that was why, I was very glad when 
I saw the manly form of my right 
hon. friend the Minister for Agri- 
culture in the way, because I thought the 
hon. Member would otherwise certainly 
have succeeded in what I conceived to be 
his purpose. I am delighted to hear 
that I have misinterpreted his action. 
But apart from that unpleasant in- 
cident, I think the Prime Minister must 
have felt that his glowing eulogium was 
a little out of place when, for a week or 
ten days afterwards, we were confronted 
with the still more painful spectacle of 
Mr. Speaker—I do not wish to use any 
unparliamentary expression—being what 
appeared to me bated and heckled for 
three-quarters of an hour at a time almost 
daily, by men who apparently had learned 
that under the new Rules they could do 
it with impunity. Now, to my mind, 
these are the things which are sapping 
the credit and the dignity of the House, 
and which the Government, by their new 
Rules, would do nothing to prevent, and 
I cannot find a letter or a line which 
has been added to your Rules to punish 
or restrain the individuals who do 


‘them. On the contrary, one Member of 
this House not so very long ago called 


another a liar in his place, and because he 
refused to withdraw the expression, you 
proceeded to suspend him for the insult 
which was offered not only to the Member 
but to the House and to Mr. Speaker in 
the Chair. Now, the only Rule you in- 
troduced against disorder had been dis- 
cussed, partly altered, then dropped and 
left in a mangled, incomplete condition, 
which made the suspension of a Member 


place upon that Bench. | perpetual. Having suspended the Mem- 
| ber in this case you passed a Resolution 
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almost immediately afterwards in order to 
readmit him within a week, because you 
thought it would be unfair to take advan- 
tage of that state of things. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
must say that the right hon. Gentleman | 
is going outside altogether of the Question | 
before the House. This is not a question 
of order in debate at all. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN : Of course I always 
accept your ruling whatever it may be. I 
was endeavouring to reply to my right hon. | 
friend’s argument in support of his pro- | 
posals, that they were put forward in| 
order to maintain and preserve the dignity | 
of this House. If it is out of order, 
I will pursue that line of argument | 
no further. But what is the result of | 
these new Rules which you have passed ? | 





You find yourselves, as you were re-| 
peatedly warned in the course of 
those debates you would be, worse | 
off than you were before, and now 
your only escape from the impasse 
in which you find yourselves is 
to take refuge in this violent pro- 
ceeding. But surely to gag all the 
Members of the House of Commons who 
never offend, either by obstruction, 
disorder, or undue verbosity, instead of 
dealing with the guilty individuals, is 
hardly the way to restore the character, 
the dignity, or the independence of this 
House. It is calculated rather, on the 
other hand, to rouse feelings of injury 
and resentment on the part cf those 
who do not offend and who do their 
best at all times to preserve the 
character of the House of Commons. 

My right hon. friend, in the course 
of his speech, referred to proposals 
which I have sometimes made over 
a course of several years for the 
purpose of establishing individual | 
closure. I hope I shall be in order in 
replying in a few words to my right hon. 
friend. He thinks the system altogether 
impracticable ; I reply that he has never 
tried it, and, at all events, it could not 
be more futile or more useless than 
some of the Rules he has passed. In 
my early days in Parliament there was | 
an unwritten law which brought into | 
existence the most perfect system of | 
individual closure in the world by crying 
out ‘ Divide, divide !” 
believe, in spite of my right hon. friend, | 


Mr. Chaplin. 
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Well, I still | 
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that we could restore to some extent, 
the enactment of a Rule or Rules, what 
prevailed in these days, and with 
complete success, without it. You must 
remember that the offenders in this 
particular respect are very few in 
number; [An Hon. MEMBER on the 
Opposition Benches: None.] and I believe 
myself that the plan of individual closure 
should be tried. 1 have watched the 
debates on this Bill pretty closely, and I 
maintain that there has been com- 
paratively little, and, so far as my 
experience has gone, 1 think many of 
these debates were extremely good, very 
instructive, and have led to very con 
siderable alterations in the Bill. Well, 
but if that is so, what I have to say in 
reply to my right hon. friend is, that I do 
not think that the debates under such 
ought to be violently 
stopped, and after all I think we should 
remember that the right hon. Gentle- 
man is to a considerable extent 
responsible himself for trying to pass 
a whole code of new Rules, and what 
he and everybody knew would be a most 
controversial measure, during one and 
the same session. 

But what is the inference which 
we are to draw from the _ speech 
of my right hon. friend? He rejects 
continuous sessions, and although he 
himself somewhat favours another 
plan, what he called of ‘“‘carrying 
over,’ that plan apparently fell 
as flat during his statement this 
afternoon on the minds of his audi- 
ence as it did on the Committee over 
which he says that he presided many 
years ago. It only adds to the objection 
I feel to his proposal tonight, and the 
only inference! which I can draw is this— 
that the scheme is not to be exceptional, 
but to be habitual, and in future it is to 
form a part of the ordinary procedure and 
practice of this Assembly. I say that 
that is an alternative which I dread, and 
for which there is no necessity whatever. 
What is the Clause which you have 
selected upon which to begin to put 
your gagging scheme into operation! 
The right hon. Gentleman said at 
the Mansion House last night that 
almost everything in connection with this 
Bill had been discussed except education ; 
but there is one thing that has never been 
discussed, and that is the Clause dealing 
with the expenses for carrying the Bill. 
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Well, now, tomorrow we ought to have | heavier in the course of time—and | 
reached a very important, Clause— suspect that they have good grounds for 
Clause 13—which many of us think is| their belief—than was even for a 

rhaps the most important in the Bill.| moment thought of when the Bill was 
| am not forgetting for a moment that introduced. I myself am deeply pledged 
my right hon. friend has made considerable | against it, and so I believe is the great 
concessions already on this subject. He majority of hon. Members who took part 
has promised that £900,000 should be jn the election of 1895. I hold in my 
contributed to the voluntary schools from | hand the pledges given by the leading 
the Imperial funds in addition to the | Members of the Cabinet in 1895, on this 





srants we have already. But there have 
5 ° 7 . . . 
been considerable changes in the Bill since | 
then, and the further information which | 
has been developed in the course of these | 
debates with regard to the condition of | 
many of the voluntary schools has led | 
to the belief that that concession is very | 
far from adequate, unless we are to be | 
saddled in the future with burdens on 
the rates infinitely greater than anything | 
that has hitherto been contemplated. 
Throughout the whole of these dis-| 
cussions this is the first opportunity, 
for which we have been waiting, of 
saying anything at all on this most | 
important question, and I can assure | 
my right hon. friend that the keenest | 
anxiety is felt in the rural districts on the | 
subject. I have had, I don’t know how | 
many lettersand telegramson vhe subject— 
in fact I am receiving them every minute 
—since it was known that the plan of 
my right hon. friend was to move the 
closure on this very Clause on the night | 
on which it was to be discussed. This is 
asubject in which I am grea‘ly interested, | 
and in which I know I represent feel- 
ings which are widely held in the 
country, and whjch we think ought 
to be fully and amply discussed be- 
fore this Bill is forced through the | 
House of Commons. Now there is an) 
Amendment to Clause 13 on the Paper | 
which raises the whole of this important ! 
question, viz., how far it is right that 
the cost of education, which is admittedly 
amatter of national concern, ought to fall | 
atall on the local rates. But it is not the 
irston the Paper. On the contrary, there 
are a number of Amendments to Clause | 
12, including an Amendment raising the | 
whole question of secondary education. 
I think it is likely —it is certainly 


quite possible—that this very im 
portant question in regard to the 
tates may not be reached at all. 


What will be the position then? The 
Bill adds an unknown burden to 
the rates. Many of my _ friends 
believe that these will be infinitely 





particular subject. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
now discussing the merits of Clause 13, 
arithe Amendments proposed to it. He 
is not in order. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN: Well, I pass from 
the point; and I thank you, Mr. 
Speaker, for giving me so much liberty 
as you have done. I do not wish to 


delay the House by reading out these 
| pledges, because they are matters on 


which every man must judge for him- 
self. I desire to pass judgment upon no 
man; but for myself, 1 wish to say that 
I have no alternative: I cannot vote to- 
day for closuring an Amendment to a 


/Clause which would otherwise impose 


heavy and increased burdens cn the 
rates and a Clause which may not even be 
reached atall. The right hon. Gentleman 
has tonight given us a considerable num- 
ber of statistics, but one thing is quite 
certain that if he has his way we shall 
have no chance of testing the accuracy 


' of these statistics until after this Motion 
| is passed. 


I do not believe for a single 
moment that there is any real necessity 
for this Motion. My right hon. friend 
has referred to Mr. Gladstone’s Motions, 
both on the Home Eule Bill and the 
Evicted Tenants Bill in 1893 and 1894 
I should have thought that these were 
evil precedents which ought to afford us 
warnings, rather than examples to be 
followed. But why did Mr. Gladstone move 
his Resolution on the Home Rule Bill ! 
Because he told the House of Commons 
at that time that at their then rate of 
progress the task which had been 
undertaken by him and by the Liberal 
Party, as a task alike of honour and 
of policy, and by which they were 
bound, was beyond the limits of human 
attainment without the Closure. Now 
that I know the facts, I begin to hin 

that Mr. Gladstone was right, a 
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without it he never could have carried 
his measure through the House of 
Commons. Why, it took twenty-eight 
days’ discussion to pass four Clauses, 
and at that rate Mr. Gladstone stated 
that twelve months would not have 
been sufficient to carry his measure into 
law. As a matter of fact, the Home 
Rule Bill, even in spite of the gagging 
Closure which was applied to it, was 
debated for no less than seventy-eight 
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| humble opinion, whatever it may be 


worth, neither the popularity, nor the 
power of any Minister, will long survive 
the constant repetition of high-handed 
coups like this. 

Now, Sir, I have nothing more that 
I need say upon this subject, and [ 
will bring my observations to a close, 
I have given to the House a variety 
of reasons which weigh with me in my 
decision, but there is one which is supreme 


days altogether. But no one pretends} above them all. I am thinking of the 
that in the present condition of affairs \freedom of the future of this great 
there is anything approaching to that Assembly. I remember the speech of 
state of things. Four considerable Clauses |the Prime Minister in opposing Mr. 
of this Bill were carried in almost as | Gladstone’s Resolution in 1893. I re- 
many hours as the four Clauses of the! member well his words on that occasion, 
Home Rule Bill took days—they were| words which I think have been already 
carried quite recently in something under | quoted on that side of the House tonight. 
thirty hours, and I am convinced that if | Let me repeat them once again. They 
my right hon. friend had persevered in| will be well worth recollecting, looking 
the course which he has adopted up to | to their consequences in the future. 


this time, using the Closure as he has 
done lately, the Committee on this Bill 
would have been completed in probably 
another week, and if it had not been for 
the three months practically wasted as, 
f think, in the earlier part of the Session 
on the Rules of Procedure, this Bill would 
have probably been law before the present 
time. My right hon. friend said of Mr. 
Gladstone’s Resolution in 1893, that it 
was not a Motion of necessity, but of | 
expediency. I say tonight that my right | 
hon. friend’s Resolution is neither of 
necessity nor of expediency, but of con- 
venience only. It is, in fact, a repetition 
on atlarger scale of the famous Lyttle- 
stone incident, which occurred during 
the passage of our Rules, when the House 
of Commons, on a certain Thursday, was 
kept up all one night by my right hon. 
friend for no necessity whatever. It 
was in order to pass a certain Rule before | 
the House adjourned. There was no| 
important business on the Friday. The | 


Rule could have perfectly been finished | 





then, although it might perhaps have | 
somewhat interfered with other pursuits | 
I have | 


at Lyttlestone on Saturday. 


“Tdo not look upon this question in any 
| way as connected with Home Rule. I do not 
come here to oppose this Resolution as a 
Unionist, but because I think it is absolutely 
| inconsistant with the very elements of the life 
| of a free debating Assembly.” 
| Those words, Sir, I believe were wise and 
| just on the day when they were spoken. 
I believe them to be no less wise and no 
less just today. And holding this con- 
viction, and believing in my heart and 
conscience, as I do, that they areas true 
today as they were in 1893, there is 
only one path open to me tonight, the 
path which is dictated alike by honour, 
by consistency, andduty—and that is, to 
oppose this Motion. 


(4.50.) Dr. MACNAMARA (Can:ber- 
well, N.): I confess, I myself feel very 
tired of the Education Bill, and I desire 
to see it brought to an end as soon as 
may be, but I would venture to point 
out this fact. We are settling in this 
Bill the principle of education of the 
homeland of this great Empire, for it 
may be twenty or thirty years. The 
school machinery of the Bill may affect 
the present interest of 6,000,000 working 





always thought, and said, that it was the | class children ; it may affect, before its 
highest tribute to the well-earned popu-| ¥ or js complete, the interest of 
larity of the Minister, that I ever recollect. | ¢¢ 999.900 children. I do, therefore, 
that not a word of anger or resentment, regret ‘the impatience shown by the 
at any rate so far as I know, was ever | Prime Minister just now, and suggest 
heard about s, orem from those who | that it is a little bit unpatriotic, having 
suffered from it like myself. But he | regard to the enormous issues contained 
must forgive me if I say that, in my | in the Bill before us. Whatever our 
Mr. Chaplin. 
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personal opinions may be, and whatever | seven applications of the Closure, sweep 
sacrifices we may make, it behoves us, I | all new schools into the denominational 


think, to examine with strictness the 
details of this important measure. 
Birmingham has been told by the right 
hon. Gentleman, the Colonial Secretary, 
that this was not a perfect Bill and that 


the Government welcome suggestions. | 


We have met the r-ght hon. Gentleman 
halfway ; we have agreed with him that 
the Bill was not perfect, and we have 
done what we could to improve it. 
have, it is true, been thirty-eight days 
in Committee, and the proceedings have 
been rather protracted, but it must be 
remembered that this is a Bill which 
sweeps entirely away no less than 2,500 
public authorities which have been doing 
admirable public work for thirty years : 
it affects 14,000 other authorities not 
public authorities, which have been 
charged for a similar period with the 
education of the youth of the country. 
This is a Bill which breaks down the 
system by which all the schools of this 
country have been maintained by volun- 
tary subscriptions. This is a Bill which 
insists that all education shall be main- 
tained at the public cost. This is a Bill 
which enforces a system of local rating 
for education. What does that mean ? 
It means an absolutely new rate for 
9,000,000 of the people of this country ; 
anew rate for 117 urban boroughs, 
92 urban districts, and probably not 
less than 5,000 parishes. I say it is 
no doubt excellent and desirable so far 
as it goes, but it calls for extreme cir- 
cumspection andgare. I agree that most 
parts of this Bill have been adopted after 
considerable consideration and lengthy 
debate, but I do not think the right 
hon. Gentleman is correct in saying 
that all the part of the Bill which has 
at present been adopted has been adopted 
alter great consideration. Clauses 9, 10 
and 11 were rushed through the Com- 
mittee in a way that could not be 
regarded as wise ; Clause 9 was taken at 
one Sitting, after four applications of the 
Closure ; Clauses 10 and 11 were taken at 
one Sitting after the Closure had been 
applied three times. I do not mind the 
rating. Consequences will follow, must 
follow, and in the endeavour to prevent 
their following I am a sort of educational 
Mrs. Partington. But inasmuch as 


,under this Resolution of the 
We! 


‘observe that the right hon. 


byways, by giving a preference in favour 
of private buildings, I object to that very 
much. That, I think, is the feature 
which will be one of the worst fetters of 
the Bill in ten years time, although I 
agree that many of the provisions of the 
Bill are admirable. 


Look at what we are asked to do 
Prime 
Minister. I will not go into more than 
one or two points of detail, and I 
Gentle- 
man never got near them in his state- 
ment. What are we going to do 
in the next fortnight or three weeks? 
Tomorrow and tonight, after disposing 
of this lengthy Motion, we are asked 
to dispose of the latter part of Clause 12, 
and in addition to that we have to 
dispose of Clause 13. Let me call the 
attention of the House to Clause 13. 
In my opinion, the right hon. Member 
for Sleaford has not laid anything like 
sufficient stress on Clause 13, which is to 
be disposed of by tomorrow night. It deals 
with the whole question of expenditure : 
the whole finance of public education ; 
the incidence of rating; whether it shall 
be on the county, on the district, on the 
borough ; the extremely important ques- 
tion of outstanding liabilities and how 
they are to be reduced. This Clause 
involves first of all an increased rate 
over every district which now has a 
rate; it involves a new rate to the 
extent of at least £2,000,000 in districts 
which never had arate before ; it involves 
a special treatment of no less than 
£20,000,000 of outstanding loans con- 
tracted by educational authorities now 
existing, outstanding liabilities to the 
extent of £50 in the case of a small 
School Board, and rising to half a million 


|in, say, the case of the Leeds School 


Board. All that has to be reduced until 
the liability has been met. All these 
considerations are to be dealt with 
tomorrow night. I notice there are 


\sixty or eighty Amendments on the 


these Clauses, taken in two nights after | 


Paper dealing with this Clause, and 
among those Amendments there are 
many in the names of hon. Gentlemen 
and right hon. Gentlemen opposite : the 
right hon. Gentleman has two, and the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
four. Where do we come in? There 
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is one in the name of the right | people, and the proceeding we are now 
hon. Member for Sleaford, and one | engaged in must exasperate the feeling 
in the name of the hon. Member | and accentuate that irritation and make 
for East Somerset, who has so/the Bill less satisfactory than it might 
materially assisted the Government in | otherwise be. The present policy is not 
the improvement of this Bill. How are|a wise policy, and will not make for 
all those important Amendments to be | educational progress in the country. | 
taken in this headlong way before | venture to think we should go on and 
tomorrow night? There is one thing I | do the best we can, and give all the time 
should like to call attention to, and that | that may be necessary to the full and 
is the question of this new million which | complete discussion of this Bill, so that 
is to be granted by the Treasury, this| we may make a great and effective 
new aid grant. At Friday’s sitting we | measure of it. 
are to take Clauses 18, 19 and 20, and 
the Committee stage of the newfinancial| *(5.9.) Mr. PARKER SMITH 
Resolution, disposing of something like |(Lanarkshire, Partick): I am _ not 
a million of money, and we are| surprised that the opposition to this 
finally to dispose of it on  the| Motion should have been based on 
following Monday. Then I may)the special grounds of this Bill and 
call the attention of the Attorney | not so much on general grounds. Some 
General to the Voluntary Schools Act | hon. Gentlemen opposite consider that 
of 1897. There was a Bill which dealt | this scheme will degrade the House of 
with £760,000. That Bill took the|Commons to the level of a voting 
House seventeen sittings in Committee, machine, but I do not see how, after his 
and we are to be given less than one | action in 1893 and 1894, any other line 
itting to dispose of practically a million | could well have been taken by the right 
of money. If seventeen sittings were|hon. Gentleman. I do not wish to 
required to dispose of £760,000 it is| support this Resolution on any special 
curious that we should be allowed only | grounds; I do not wish to enter into the 
part of one sittingtodispose of £1,000,000. | question as to how far the Bill has been 
Next Thursday week, under this time- 'fully discussed; what the merits of the 
table, we are to have under consideration | Amendments have beenand whether there 
and conclude the Committee stage of | wasany obstruction. I am quite prepared 
the Schedules, with practically no possible | to assume that there has been no obstrue- 
chance of any discussion on any of these | tion whatever; that the Amendments 
things. One of the parts involved in the | have been reasonable, and that they have 
stupendous work set down for November | not been pressed at too great a length in 
20th is Schedule 4. In that schedule | argument, but I think the question re- 
it is proposed to repeal thirty-two years | mains whether it is right or possible for 
of educational statutes of this country, | this House to spend the amount of time 
two statutes entirely, four statutes in in these most minute discussions which 


part, ninety-six sections to be repealed in this Bill has undergone, and which it is 
full, and sixty in part, many of which | the growing tendency of the House of 
have no concern with what has been said | Commons to enter into in all questions in 


in the discussions on this Bill. They do | Which all are interested. The Prime 
not emerge in this Bill. If I were Minister, with wise economy, did not go 
g , : 


challenged I could call attention to. into the general question. He did not go 


statutes which we are called upon to | mt the question of whether it was et 
_pedient to lay down a general Rule on this 


repeal which, donot arngon the Clauss | Botany syst which should make 
blunders of it. I venture to protest House have a limit of this kind, not as an 

caine the calter of vediies ts Oh exceptional necessity but as a regular 
ae tae: Mes wom Standing Order. I do not agree that the 





at this stage. I know it has been a long introduction of a general Rule of this 
ae ae Committee, and that the Prime sort would reduce the House to the level 
Minister has been patient. T only wish ‘of a voting machine. I think it would 
his patience had lasted to the end. | pave quite a contrary effect ; that i 
This Bill is going into the country with | would offer this House fair time for con 
a sense of irritation on the part of the | sidering any great question brought 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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before it in a way no other change could 
do. At present we are unable to give 
an intelligent judgment; we are unable 


to have before us in proportionate length, | 
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effect of our arranging the different times 
is such that the most important questions 


come under consideration, and the less 


| 


and in a close enough focus, the questions | 
factory result, which will be felt by all 


with which we have to deal. Everybody 
has felt the overwhelming burden of the 
work of this House, which was one of 
the most pressing reasons which Mr. Glad- 
stone gave in bringing in the Home Rule 
Bill. We have all suffered from disappoint- 
ment in the way we have seen work set 
back session after session, because of the 
impossibility of getting that limited 
amount of time which is necessary to pass 
into law measures on which all are 
substantially agreed. It is made im- 
possible to obtain that short amount 
of time for many of our measures, by 
the claim of the House of Commons to 
examine into every detail of every 
measure that comes before it. Are these 
measures really made the better for the 
exercise of that right? I for my part 
doubt it very much. I do not think this 
House is the place for minute discussions 
on small points; even if they are sub- 
stantial points, I think the House should 
limit itself to the broader issues placed 
before it. The old system had great 
merits. Under the old system, when a Bill 
was to be brought in, a set of Resolutions 
was brought before the House, which 
voted upon them, and they were finally 
put into the shape of a Bill by those 
responsible for the Bill. 

This Bill has already more than ex- 
hausted the limited amount of time you 
have at your disposal for legislation in a 
normal session. ranted that the Amend- 
ments are reasonable and substantial, yet 
the House has to consider the amourt 
of time spent on this Bill as compared 
with the whole work of the House of 
Commons in the whole session. Such a 
point as that cannot come into the question 
ofclosure. The Chairman has to consider 
on the question of closure the rights of the 
minority. It would be impossible to put 
on the Chair the responsibility of weighing 
the importance of the question before the 
House at the time, in comparison with the 
whole amount of work to bedone. But con- 
siderations of that sort must come in, and 
they are fully accepted as the basis of the 
new Rules governing Supply. We have 
fixed the time within narrow limits for 
one of our most important functions—the 
question of Supply. The order in which 
it is to be put can be arranged, and the 


important can be left. That has been a 
great advantage. It has had a most satis- 


of us who remember the old system, 
that the ratcatcher to St. James’s Palace 
has vanished into the obscurity suitable 
for him. I should like the Government, 
not only with regard to this Bill but 
others, to follow the same system, but there 
is a strong dread in the minds of Members 
on this side of the House, as well as on 
the other, who say this scheme would 


reduce the House to the level of a voting 
machine. On this side, Gentlemen are 


afraid of setting a precedent for the other 
side, and of too much legislation being 
carried through if changes of this sort are 
made. But the jealousy of legislation and 
the exaggeration of the mischievous conse- 
quence of legislation of secondary impor- 
tance are small matters compared with 
the great necessity of getting business 
through Parliament. Supposing our 
opponents come into office: they already 
have the power which some hon. Members 
fear, they have absolute control over 
administration, foreign relations, expendi- 
ture, and Standing Orders ; they can alter 
Standing Orders to suit themselves without 
any interference from the House of Lords. 
The only condition upon which we can 
run a free country like this is that those 
who are in power should have the responsi- 
bility of power and the opportunity of 
carrying out their policy effectively. It 
therefore seems to me to be a very 
false and untrustworthy protection to 
rely on a system by which mechani- 
cal and artificial difficulties are put 
in the way of legislation. Even without 
altering Standing Orders, whatever Party 
is in power with a strong majority can 
carry through a big measure on which 
their hearts are set in the way that the 
Home Rule and the Evicted Tenants 
Bills were carried through, and for this 
the present measure will furnish a 
further precedent. 


In the Unionist Party in particular, 
this jealousy of legislation is misplaced. 
Hitherto we have not so much depended 
on our legislation for the confidence of 
the country. We have had the questions 
of Home Rule and the War, and those two 
great questions have been at the bottom 
of the continuous support which the 
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nation has given us. 
coming years no such exciting questions 
may arise, but that we may find a more 


humdrum course in which it will be 
efficiency on which we shall have to) 


depend if we are to retain the confidence 
of the nation. Efficiency has many 
elements, but certainly one of its impor- 
tant elements is that of being able to 
pass the necessary amount of legislation 
from year to year. This unexciting 
legislation is what suffers the most from 
the present state of things. It gets 
hung up from the beginning to the end 
of the Session, and then, if it goes through 
at all, it is in an unsatisfactory manner, 
as the result of a somewhat undignified 
bargain between the Government and 
individual sections of the House. 

Can the House of Commons, under 
present conditions, do the necessary 
work of the country? I do not think it 
can. Could it do so if it altered its Rules 
so as to concentrate its attention on vital 
matters, and escape an undue amount 
of talk over matters of secondary, 
tertiary, or fourth-rate importance? I 
believe it could. The case of Supply is 
an example of the change in the nature of 
discussion, and in the value of the work 
done, that can be brought about by a 
change in our Standing Orders. There- 
fore, I hope it will not be only with 
regard to exceptional matters, but in 
regard to our every day practice that 
such a change may be made. 

This is not the only Legislative 
Assembly that has been overburdened by 
the amount of its work. The same diffi- 
culty has been experienced in the Ameri- 
can Congress, and there it has been met 
much more boldly than here ‘There the 
Committee on Rules has the power abso- 
lutely to lay down theamount of time to 
be devoted to an individual Bill. That 
process is continually adopted, and by 
that means an adequate amount of 
work is got through. By a fair and 
impartial Committee there may be laid 
down beforehand the amount of time 
that justly represents the share of the 
whole time of the House to which each 
subject is entitled. In Congress the 
responsibility is taken by the Committee 
on Rules with the Speaker in the Chair. 
But according to our ideas, it is not a 
duty or responsibility which lies on the 


Speaker; it is one that should be taken | 


Dr Macnamara. 
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I hope in these | 
representing the House—by such a Com- 
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by the House itself, or by a Committee 


mittee as has often been offered to the 
Opposition by the Prime Minister in 
regard to Supply, one in which the 
Government would not even be domi- 
nant, of which the Leader of the 
House should be the Chairman, and 
on which the Opposition should be 
duly represented. I believe that it is 
only by entering upon a bolder scheme 
of that sort that we shall get through the 
work of the House of Commons. The 
changes which have been made in our 
Rules may meet individual difficulties and 
small points, but I hope we shall before 
long take a broader view of what is 
necessary if the House is to do its work, 
and it is mainly as a precedent towards 
that change and the adoption of such a 
method as that to which I have referred, 
that I welcome the Resolution of the 
Government. 


(5.25.) Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Elland) : I do not intend to follow 
the last speaker into a general disserta- 
tion on the possibilities of dealing .with 
our business. We all agree that the 
necessity, as the Government allege, for 
bringing forward this Motion {is an un- 
pleasant one, and in the speech made by 
the Premier today, in which he called 
up the precedent of the Home Rule Bill 
of 1893, there was at least that point of 
similarity with the speech in which Mr. 
Gladstone proposed his Closure Resolu- 
tions. But with that expression of regret 
at what he thought it necessary to do 
the similarity ended. The underlying 
phrase, if I may call it so, of Mr. Glad- 
stone’s speech was this:— 

“To deal with this measure is exactly the 
commission we (the Government) have received 
from our constituents.” 

There is the difference between the 
two situations. The Home Rule Bill 
was in response to a mandate from the 
country. It is true there was a small 
majority, but the election had been 
directly and practically solely upon that 
issue, In this case there is no mandate 
from the country. So far is that from 
being the case that there is not a single 
allusion to the Education Bill in the 
election address of either of the Members 
who have taken any important part in 
this Bill. Youcan search the speeches of 
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right hon. Gentlemen who are now 
sitting on the Treasury Bench, and you 
will find no allusion whatever to the 
subject of education. The Colonial | 
Secretary made one speech on home, 
questions, all the others being on the | 
war, and that one speech was made | 
because a working man tried to challenge | 
his supremacy, and the whole of it was, 
devoted to attacking the Labour Members | 
at present in Parliament. Therefore, 
one of the chief points which we urge, 
tonight is that, as the country have had 
no opportunity of discussing this Bill at 
a general election, we have a right in | 
this House to the fullest and freest dis- 
cussion on behalf of the country, and | 
that the Government have no right to 
curtail that discussion. 


But let us come at once to the question 
of whether the discussion has been so | 
prolonged, considering the circumstances 
of the case. The Premier pointed out | 
that when Mr. Gladstone introduced his 
Closure Resolutions with regard to the 
Home Rule Bill, that measure had been 
under discussion for twenty-one days. 
What we have to consider is how 
many days the two Bills will have been 
under discussion if the proposals of the 
right hon. Gentleman are carried into 
effect. The number of days in Committee 
and on Report which the Education Bill 
will take under these proposals is 48 ; the 
number of days which the Home Rule 
Bill took was 61. It may be said that the 
Home Rule bill was a greater Bill. Of 
course it was. But it was essentially a | 
sketch, which had to be filled in by 
legislators and administrators after it was 
passed. There is no need to discuss | 
whether they would have filled it in| 
properly ; the fact is that that Bill was | 
essentially a general scheme, which had to 
be filled in afterwards. This Education | 
Bill is a finished and detailed arrangement | 
with regard to the education of the | 
country which is being introduced as a | 
substitute for another equally elaborate 
system. It is this fact, together with | 
that of the bad Government drafting, to | 
which these long discussions have been | 
due. There never was a Bill brought into | 
this House which has been so much | 
amended as this one. Take the Bill as 
faras we have gone. The original Measure 
down to nearly the end of Clause 12 
consisted of 160 lines; of those original 
lines there are 122 left, and 123 new lines 
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have been inserted. Does it not rather 
look as if it were bad drafting and not 
wilful obstruction on the part of the 
Opposition? It rather argues that this 
House as a whole has been very reasonable 
and has proposed very reasonable Amend- 
‘ments, and the Government has found it 
necessary to accept them. 

Let me look at the effect of these dis- 
cussions from another point of view. I 


| take theAmendmentstothe most important 


Clause we have yet discussed, namely, 
Clause 8, I have been through the Amend- 
ments to that Clause. I find there were 
forty-one Amendments proposed to Clause 


| 8, and of these, two were introduced by the 


Government, eleven were brought forward 
by supporters of the Government, nine 


| were brought forward by Liberal Members, 
| and were either accepted or withdrawn on 


the pledge of the Government that they 
would practically carry them into effect. 
No less than twenty-two Amendments out 
of the forty-one on that Clause were moved 
in the interests or with the approval of 
the Government. Of the rest, fourteen 
were such as I think nobody could deny 
were important Amendments, concerning 
questions like the appointment of 
teachers, whether they should perform 
extraneous duties or not, all questions 
which hon. Members were interested in, 
and are of serious importance. Of the 
remainder, there were only five Amend- 
ments which would come under the 
category of what the Prime Minister 
called “trumpery details.” The last 
speaker objected to the discussion of 
trumpery details at all, but where can 
We cannot 
discuss only the important things here 
and send the trumpery details somewhere 
else. Ido not think that five trumpery 
details out of forty-one Amendments is 
a very large proportion, and does not 
indicate unreasonable discussion on the 
part of the Opposition. The Amend- 
ments have been neither obstructive nor 
destructive of the Bill. It is true that a 
| few have been destructive of the policy 
which the Government regarded the Bill 
as carrying out, but I do not think that a 
single Amendment has been destructive 
in the sense as many of those were which 
were moved against the Home Rule Bill, 
which would have made the Measure 
unworkable had they passed. There is 
another point of view, and that is in 
regard to the next few days during which 
this Closure will come into operation. 


Z 
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The hon. Member for North Camberwell 
has referred to this point. Under sub- 
Section (7) of this Resolution, we are to 
discuss on Wednesday and Thursday— 

“«(f) The proceedings on the new Clause 
relating to managers, and any other Govern- 
ment new Clauses, on Schedules, and any new 
Government Schedules, and any other proceed- 
ings necessary to bring the Committee stage to 
a conclusion, on Thursday, 20th November.” 
It appears to me to be a very ‘dangerous 
thing to curtail a discussion of that kind. 
It is one thing to Closure Clauses and 
Schedules which are on the Paper, but it 
is quite another thing to practically give 
the Government a free hand to put down 
at the last moment any Clauses they like, 
and push them through by a sudden 
Closure. We might have the Scottish 
system introduced by this means—or 
perhaps the Scottish system of the cate- 
chism party without the control. The 
Premier is very fond of that. We might 
have any Clause closured through in the 
last minute. It seems to me that there 
is no necessity for this proposal. The 
discussion, so far, has been practical from 
beginning to end. The Amendments 
added to the Bill prove the satisfactory 
character of the discussion and the way 
the Government has had to recognise 
it. This Motion is simply one for the 
convenience of the Government, and 
nothing else. 


(5.35.) Mr. ELLIOT (Durham) said 
he did not think that anyone underrated 
the importance of the proposal before the 
House. The question was whether or 
not, as regarded the merits of a proposal 
which had an enormous support on this 
side of the House, the Government and 
the House of Commons was to be 
rendered inefficacious by an intermin- 
able prolongation of debate. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Sleaford 
had referred to the state of things in the 
old days, and it was true that the practice 
which then existed was closure by 
clamour. It was found, however, that 
the system of closure by clamour abso- 
lutely broke down when it was persis- 
tently resisted, and it was in consequence 
of the absolute breakdown of closure by 
clamour that the new system of closure 
was inaugurated. If they were to retain 
their title as a legislative body, it behoved 
them to see that certain Rules were en- 
forced in order that they might be 
enabled to carry on their business as 


Mr, Trevelyan. 
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well as to carry on debate. He thought 
it had been admitted by the Leader of the 
House that the present difficulties had 
not arisen from anything in the slightest 
degree of an obstructive character. His 
view of the matter was this: he had 
attended regularly, and he had read what 
had been said in the country, and he 
could not close his eyes to the fact that 
it was the intention of a large number 
of the opponents of this measure not only 
to waste time but to kill the Bill, and it 
was the duty of the Prime Minister, as 
guardian of the dignity and the privi- 
leges of the House of Commons, to put 
down such tactics. It was quite compe- 
tent for the House to pass the remaining 
Clauses of the Billin two days if necessary, 
but he did not think it ought to do s0. 
But those who made it their Party 
strategy to defeat measures, not by argu- 
ment but by tactics to cause delay, ought 
to remember that there was an inherent 
power which, if the majority chose to 
exercise it and put its foot down, must 
sweep away those tacties,.und this would 
have to be done if the House of Commons 
was to remain a legislative as well as a 
debating Assembly. This Bill might be 
complicated in the working out, but in 
the way it had been laid before the 
House it was not complicated. It wasa 
measure to enable local authorities to 
make their own schemes, whereas 
formerly this work had devolved upon 
the House of Commons itself. He knew 
these were difficult points, but in com- 
plexity this Bill compared favourably 
with other great measures. If they 
looked back to the old full dress Second 
Reading debates in the days of Lord 
Palmerston and Lord John Russell, he 
did not think that, compared with those, 
the debates on this measure had been 
shortened. If they turned up Hansard 
of the old days and looked through the 
number of nights occupied, they would 
find that while Second Reading debates 
went toa very considerable length indeed, 
the Committee stage rarely occupied 
much time. The only way of protecting 
the liberties of debate was by having 
stringent Rules. He dissented from the 
view that the dignity of the House of 
Commons depended upon ample latitude 
to every individual to speak as often and 
as long as he desired. He had been in 
the House of Commons for a considerable 
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time, and on whatever side he had been 
sitting he had on every single occasion | 
when Rules had been brought forward | 


to strengthen order and give greater | and yet hon. 
effect to the will of the House, supported | 
and he should certainly | 
_House of Commons to the position of a 


those Rules, 
not make this an exception to the rule 
he had hitherto followed. Their liberties 


His hon. friend the Member for the 


Elland Division talked of what was done | 


in connection with the Home Rule Bill of 
1892. That might have been a “sketch,” 
but he would remind his hon. friend 
that it was a sketch which was carefully 
kept dark until the eve of the General 
Election. The hon. Member said that 
Mr. Gladstone had a mandate in 1892 
to carry a Home Rule Bill. If there 
was anythingin that argumentitinvolved 
a system of annual Parliaments, or, at 
all events, oftener than under the 
septennial system. There was no 
chance of a majority of this Parlia- 
ment accepting annual Parliaments 
or anything like it, and until that 
was done it was useless to talk as 
if Parliament had no mandate except 
to carry out a particular measure. To 
carry out the views of the hon. Member, 
what would have happened when peace 
came ? Apparently it would have been the 
duty of the Government to at once 
di-solve Parliament. Why should this 
Government act in a different way from 
that. in which hon. Gentlemen opposite 
would act in similar circumstances ? The 
question they had to consider was, Are 
we to pass this Btll or are we not? Were 
they to carry over the discussion of the 
Bill into February or March ? He did not 
think hon. Members had grasped what 
that meant. Everybody could not speak 
on the Bill. They must devise, somehow 
or another, measures for the House of 
Commons to do its work. He thought 
most of them would dislike any revolu 
tionary measures, and the best way to keep 
those measures at a distance was to pass 
such a moderate and reasonable scheme as 
his right hon. friend had laid before the 
House. He heard the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the Sleaford Division 
say that the Leader of the House would 
very soon lose his popularity and credit if 
he hustled measures of this importance 
through Parliament. This was no case of 
hustling. Never before had so much delay 
been shown in the discussion of the details 
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of a Bill. He could not help noticing that 
there were half a dozen Motions on the 
Paper in identically the same terms, 
Members were inclined 
to say that this proposal of the Govern- 
ment was calculated to lower the 
MEMBER: 


voting machine. |An Hon. 


and usefulness went very much together. | “ Those were the words of the Colonial 


Secretary.”]| That was the reason, he 
supposed, why the happy thought had 
struck half a dozen Members at once! 
He would not ask hon. Members to throw 
back their memories a long way. He would 
ask them to throw back their memories to 
Friday last, when they had ten or twelve 
divisions on the Education Bill. For a 
couple of hours they were acting very much 
like a voting machine. Those who said 
that Parliament was being degraded to 
the mere position of a voting machine were 
themselves committing that very crime. 
It was to save the House of Commons 
from that unsatisfactory state of things, 
and to enable to become law a Bill which 
had the support of the immense majority 
of the British people, that he would give 
no equivocal support to the Motion. 


(5.50.) Mr. JOHN ELLIS: If the 
hon. Member for Durham will allow 
me to say so, I cannot congratulate 


him on the tone and temper in which 
he has addressed us. It seems to me that 
some of the expressions he let fall are 
hardly worthy of him, and I venture to 
think they do not add either to the 
dignity or efficiency of our debate. We 
all weleomed the tone in which the Prime 
Minister introduced this matter to us, and 
I am quite willing to accept his challenge 
and to consider it ; as the hon. Member 
pointed out, it ought to be considered 
from deeper aspects than that of a par- 
ticular Bill. The Prime Minister invited 
us to look at the matter on both sides of 
the House, and to remember that Parties 
at one time sit at your right hand and at 
another time at your left. That, I ven- 
ture to say, is the point of view from 
which we shall regard the Motion of the 
Prime Minister. The more we do that 
the more we shall contribute to the 
dignity of the House of Commons, and 
enable it to transact its business efficiently 
and with greater rapidity, I venture to 
make a confession. The noble Lord the 
Secretary for India stood in a white 
sheet last night and told us that he had 
purged himself of his bi-metallic sins. I 
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venture to confess to the House of Com- | 
mons that my two Parliamentary sins were | 


voting for this kind of Resolution in 
1893 and 1894. I have regretted that 
ever since, and so long as I am a Mem- 


ber of the House of Commons, I will | 


never voteforsuch a Motion. Thesethings 
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I am old enough to recollect very well 
the meetings that took place in 1869, 
prior to the introduction of the Bill of 


1870. I had the honour to be chairman 
of one of the local authorities set up under 
that Bill. I remember there were 
meetings all over the country, where 


work their own cure, and I believe that, | working men attended in thousands 


from the Party point of view, the Resolu- 
tion which I suppose will be carried 
touight or tomorrow will work evil to the 
Conservative Party throughout the land. 
I am an anti-Closure man. I have said 
before that I believe the use of the 
closure marks the Parliamentary in- 
capacity of those concerned in its use, 
and they are not entitled to the respect 
on the part of the House of Commons 
to which in my judgment the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire and the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver- 


hampton are entitled, the one having | 


piloted the Finance Act reforming the 
death duties, and the other the Parish 
Councils Act, without the aid of the 
Closure. The passing of Bills through 
this House is a matter of temper and 
tact, the drafting of Bills, and the volume 
of opinion behind them in the country. 
I was delighted to hear the Prime 
Minister confess frankly and fairly in the 
face of the House that there had been 


nothing worth calling Parliamentary | 


obstruction with respect to this Bill, and 
I hope that, that having been said publicly 
in this House by the Minister who has 
charge of the Bill, we shall hear no 
charge of that kind in the country. 
No man has a right to go down to his 
constituents and say that there has been 
any obstruction in respect of this Bill, 
after that statement by the Prime 
Minister. 

The right hon. Gentleman gave 
us some information with regard 
to the number of days Bills had 
been in Committee. I maintain with 
absolute confidence that you cannot 
exhaust the matter in that way. It is 
not a matter of arithmetic. 


other elements and circumstances. What | 


demanding a Bill. It was just after the 
enfranchisement of the working men in 
1867. No such demand has been made 
today.* You have had private meetings 
and meetings of Convocation. That was 
the origin and source of the Bill, and it 
is on an entirely different footing to the 
great measure of 1870. Thenas regards 
the nature of the Bill, I cannot admit, 
with a leading journal, that this is a 
short and simple measure. I think | 
may claim to know something as to the 
drafting of Bills. It is sometimes my 
duty to look into them and to judge 
whether the Amendments will run into 
the framework. Having given my 
mind to the subject, I say deliberately 
that after I saw the Bill, so drafted and 
so worded, I sympathised with the 
Chairman of Committees trying to do his 
duty under the most arduous circum. 
stances in regard to Amendments. If we 
could get at the mind of the Chairman 
in respect to this Bill, I am sure we 
would find that it was most difficult for 
him to think what Amendments were, 
or were not, inorder. The Bill was so 


'drawn that the Chairman might, with 


the best intentions in the world, make 
mistakes in his rulings. That should 
not be the case. The Amendments 
raised by the Bill were multitudinous, as 
it re-cast the whole system of local 
government. The Prime Minister last 
night said that we had _ beenj dealing 
in these discussions with anything 
but education. I have no doubt 
that education is the most paramount 
thing in the mind of the Prime 
Minister, but he has lost sight of the 
manner in which the Bill touches many 
great problems of local government, and 


There are | More especially the rights of conscience. 


he number of Amendments is a proof. 


is the nature of this Bill? What has|S was pointed out by my hon. friend 
been its career in this House? What are | below me, of the slovenly drafting of the 
the circumstances attendant upon its Bill. In its passage through Committee 
origin and introduction to the House? | 2° less than) 120 lines have been added to 
There has been no popular demand for|the Bill by Amendments, and if hon. 
the Bill. That is my first observation. Members take the trouble to go through 


' 


Mr. John Ellis. 
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every Clause and count the lines in the | 
Bill they will find that just in proportion | 
as the Committee was allowed full and | 
free discussion, in that proportion | 
the Bill has been amended. Words have 
been dropped out and others inserted, 
and these figures alone, I venture to say, 
form an ample and entire justification 
for every hour which has been spent in 
Committee on this Bill. 


I have some ground, and]I think 
the House has some ground, for com- 
plaint of the conduct of the Bill and 
the action of the Prime Minister. 
When a Minister is conducting a 
great Bill like this, it is a most 
unwise thing for him during that pro- 
cess to make a great Party political 
speech outside the House. It re-acts 
on the minds of the Committee, and when 
the Prime Minister went down to Man- 
chester and made that great speech, and 
said that the Bill would not do this, that, 
or the other thing, he was not treating 
the House of Commons quite fairly. 


[MINISTERIAL cries of “Oh, oh!” and 
* No.”] I will explain. I do not mean 
to cast any reflection on the Prime 


Minister, except from a Parliamentary | 
procedure point of view. The right hon. 
Gentleman should have put down his 
Amendments on the Paper, rather than 
go with them to a public platform. The 
old Parliamentary way was, when a 
Minister was conducting a Bill like this, 
never to open his mouth on a_ public 
platform in respect to it during its 
progress through Committee, but to put 
the prowess he desired to see made 
down on the Paper. That, I maintain, 
contributes to the smooth passage of a 
Bill. I see the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer present. Noone knows better 
than he that there is nothing like taking 
your fellow Members into your confidence 
and putting your Amendments on the 
Paper. In addition to that, I maintain 
that there has been a want of practical 
knowledge and experience on the part of 
those conducting the Bill, that has not 
contributed to its progress. The Prime 
Minister has been fair and reasonable, and 
I would be sorry to say anything in the 
least personally discourteous to him, but I 
venture to say that of the three Ministers 
conducting this great Bill not one of them 
has had a seat on a local authority in this 
country. They have had no practical 
experience. ‘Two of them come from | 
. . } 
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beyond the Tweed, and I have noticed that 
Scotsmen find particular difficulty at 
times in understanding our religious 
difficulties. They are happily so free 


from that kind of thing north of the 


Tweed that they do not quite enter 
into the feelings of the Nonconformists 
especially. Therefore, I maintain that 
there has been, to some extent, a want of 


| practical acquaintance with the subject 


with which these three Ministers are 
dealing. Sitting here in this corner, for 
the most part asa silent Member, I have 
been a most interested spectator of the 
proceedings in Committee. The House of 
Commons is after all a most interesting 
place. You see a good deal of human 
nature displayed, and if you watch 
the passage of a Bill through Committee 
you can gauge the capacity of those 
conducting it. Nothing has astonished 
me more than the great gulf on this 
Education Bill between what is going on 
in the House and what is going on out- 
side. Why, the papers teem with letters 
from hon. Gentlemen opposite, but they are 
not followed up by speeches in the House. 
We see bishops and the clergy all writing 
on the supposition that we are conducting 
this Bill through the House in a spirit of 
sweet reasonableness, and that ample time 
has been allowed us to make Amendments. 
As we know here, the state of things has 
been very different. I venture to say 
that no case has been made out for the 
violent method proposed in the Resolution 
now before us. I believe the Bill comes 
without any due Parliamentary authority, 
and it is being passed with a want of 
appreciation, even on the part of those 
who support it, of its inimical effect on 
the great question of national education. 
I venture to say that the exercise of a 
litule more time and patience on the part 
of those conducting the Bill would have 
been a much better method of securing 
the object they have at heart than this 
Resolution, which, to my mind, to use a 
rather vulgar term, bears the stamp that 
it comes from Birmingham, and has been 
adopted to degrade the House of Commons 
to the mere position of a voting machine. 


Mr. WANKLYN (Bradford, Central) 
said that he had had the honour 
in 1895 to be returned to Parliament for 
the city of Bradford on the question of 
the co-ordination of education and the 
support of the voluntary schools. The 
first speech he had delivered in the 
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House in 1897 was in support of denomina- 
tional schools and of the system insti- 
tuted by his great predecessor Mr. W. E. 
Forster. In 1900 he had again the 
honour to be sent to Parliament as a 
supporter of denominational schools, and 
his opponent, who was the Chairman of the 
Technical Instruction Committee of the 
West Riding, put education inthe forefront 
of his programme. So far as his Parliamen- 
tary experience went, education, the co- 
ordination of education, and the placing 
of the voluntary schools on the rates, had 
been in the forefront of the battle always. 
It had been admitted by the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord that there 
had been no wanton obstruction. An hon. 
Member opposite, in the course of adebate, 
said that time was a Parliamentary 
weapon, and that they meant to use it. 
While there had been no wanton obstruc- 
tion, and no personal abuse, it could not 
be denied that time had been used as a 
Parliamentary weapon, and that there had 
been a waste of time and words. That 
was within the common knowledge of all 
present. In the North of England a 
waste of words and a waste of time was 
regarded as a waste of money. It was 
lamentable that the heads of great Depart- 
ments of the State and Ministers of the 
Crown should be detained in this House 
four nights a week for nine or ten months 
in the year till one or two in the morning 
by a mere waste of words. From a 
business stand-point the mode of existence 
led by Ministers of the Crown was not a 
wise one. In the case of a partner they 
would not regard that as a condition 
of life which was good for his health, 
which could not last under the strain. 
If in a private business the partners 
led such a life it would not be regarded 
as a very wise proceeding. The heads of 
the State were the partners of the 
country, and they would not be wise in 
allowing such a condition of affairs as 
now existed. The remedy for this evil, 
no doubt, in the first place, lay with 
the constituents «f hon. Members, who 
could say to their Members, “ You talk 
too much and waste the time of the 
country. If you have anything to say, 
say it in the fewest possible words.” 
The remedy was with the country, but 
he also thought Ministers might move in 
the matter, because he was sure the 
country would support any step, in 
reason, which the Government took to 


Mr. Wanklyn. 


{COMMONS} Bill. 660 


‘stop this waste of words, which in this 


House was a seriously increasing evil. 
That this was so was proved by the tact 
that the great newspapers were ceasing to 
report the debates of the House because 
they found that the public did not read 
them. The public were tired and weary of 
so} much talk, and any suggestion put 
forward by Ministers to remedy the evil 
would have the full approval of the 
country. Ministers could limit the 
opportunity for talking; they could 
limit the session, and they could make 
the Twelve o'clock Rule a real Rule of 
the House. He would like to see it 
made an Eleven o'clock Rule. He did 
not believe any good work was done 
after twelve o’clock at night. ‘The 
attitude of the Opposition could hardly 
be taken seriously, because it was 
common knowledge that they welcomed 
the proposal to closure the Education 
Bill even more heartily thai those who 
supported the Government, tor the reason 
that they knew that in this House they 
could not support the statements they 
had made on public platforms, and 
because they could not bring up Members 
in any force to oppose the Closure. 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite would of course 
go to the country and complain of this 
procedure, and therefore it was desir- 
able to bring out these facts before the 
sess on terminated in order that their 
constituencies should be able to judge of 
the value of the complaints hon. 
Gentlemen oj; posite would make. 


- (6.20) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnar- 
von Boroughs): The hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down has suggested many 
subjects for discussion which may be 
very instructive, but which are hardly 
relevant to the Question before the House. 
I think the hon. Gentleman is the only 
Member in the House who has suggested 
that in our opposition to this Bill 
there had been—he said he would 
not call it obstruction or an abuse 
of the Rules of this House, but simply 
a waste of words. The Prime 
Minister, who is perhaps a better judge 
of obstruction than the hon. Gentleman, 
said he would not put it on the ground of 
obstruction at all. It is very remarkable 
that in a Resolution of this kind, which 


| suggests the termination of a debate by 


violent means, there has been, in the 





6. 
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arguments in support of it, no charge | the Prime Minister has suddenly found 


at all of deliberate obstruction in the 
discussion of the Bill. A good deal has 
been said about the working of Parlia- 
ment and its methods of working, and 
the hon. Member for the Partick 
Division of Lanark made some com- 
parison with America, but in America 
difficulties of this sort have been met by 
referring local matters to local bodies, 
and when the hon. Member quotes 
America, I should like to know whether 
he is prepared to adopt the same practice 
of the devolution of local matters. So 
far as Wales isconcerned, it has regularly 
voted by a majority of four to one 
against this Bill, and what a difference it 
would have made in the progress of this 
Bill if the Welshmen had been left to 
settle it. The Government is forcing on 
different parts of the country measures 
which may or may not be applicable to 
England but which are certainly not 
applicable to Wales, and which they do 
not want, and that is the reason why 
they have got into this difficulty. The 
remedy for such a state of things as 
now exists is not violence, but the 
devolution of domestic matters to local 
Parliaments. 


On the ground of congestion I do 
not contend that the Government are 
not within their rights in proposing 
such a Resolution as this before the 
House. | have voted for such a Re- 
solution once or twice, and I may have 
the honour to vote for one again, but 
the precedents “quoted by the Prime 
Minister are not applicable to this case. 
The right hon. Gentleman quoted 
the Crimes Act, the Home Rule Bill, 
and the Evicted Tenants Bill. In two 
of those Bills there was the element of 
urgency, and there was a mandate for 
Home Rule. But will the Prime 
Minister say that this Parliament has 
been elected on the basis of sectarian 
education? That is the real difference. 
Or, take the case of urgency. Is the 
Education Bill a case of urgency like 
the Crimes Act? The conditions under- 
lying the Education Bill have been in 
existence for years and years. The 
Prime Minister introduced a Bill in 1896 
and dropped it ; in 1899 he introduced 
another to deal with the same question 
and dropped it; he introduced another 
in 1900. It is only after six vears that 








out that this is an urgent problem, to be 
dealt with in a certain way. I think 
the case against the Resolution is that 
which the Colonial Secretary made 
against a similar Resolution in 1893, that 
the Government were dealing with a 
problem in a way for which the country 
had given no mandate. The Colonial 
Secretary could not say that there was 
no mandate to deal with Home Rule ; 
all that he could say was that the 
Government of that time had no man- 
date to deal with the details of 
the Bill in the way they proposed, 
But in respect of the Education Bill it 
is a case of principle which has never 
been placed before thecountry. I shall 
be curious to hear the Colonial Secretary 
explain why in 1893 he considered it to 
be a case of wrecking the liberties of 
debate and degrading Parliament, while 
now he is supporting a Resolution as to 
a Bill which was not even hinted at 
in the election which was sprung on the 
country in 1900. The Government 
then had a majority of 132,000 votes 
in the country — that was the total 
majority of the votes registered. The 
right hon. Gentleman said thousands 
and thousands of voters in a 
district in the North, Liberals and 
Radicals, not giving up their principles, 
were voting on one issue, and one 
issue alone, and according to the right 
hon. Gentleman that was the War. 
Having obtained their votes, having 


| gone to the Midlands and said “ You can 





venture as Liberals and Radicals to vote 
because there is no issue except the 
War,” the Colonial Secretary now utilises 
votes obtained on other pretences to press 
through by Closure, by suppression of 
debate, a measure which he knows 
perfectly well not one of the thousands 
he appealed to ever gave a vote in 
support of. It has been said that England 
has voted by two to one in the House 
in favour of the Bill. I ask hon. Members 
opposite, will they venture to say, even 
the hon. Member for Central Bradford, 
the successor of Mr. Forster—(‘‘What a 
falling off was there!’’)—that two to 
one of the electors in England were 
in favour of this Bill ? 


= Mr. WANKLYN: In the recent 
municipal elections in Bradford twelve 
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Conservatives supporting the Bill were | The hon. Member, then, was the pioneer 
returned, as against five Radicals against | of this movement. Now the House has 
it. The chairman of the Liberal Party | got the real parent of the Bill in Mr. 
came out on this Bill, and was thrown. | Forster’s successor. With that exception 
iI can find no election address in which 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I think the|there was any reference to this Bill. 
hon. Member is not correct in hisinforma-| There was no mandate for it, and the 
tion, even about his own constituency. Government never took the electors 
I am informed, at any rate on the into their confidence, and every indica- 
authority of The Times—I go no higher | tion that has been given since shows 
than that—that in Bradford there was | clearly that, at all events up to the 
a win of two Liberal seats in the present, it is a Bill that the electors are 
municipal contest. If there were to be | not convinced about. Have the Govern- 
a corresponding gain throughout the! ment then the right to curtail discussion 
country, I should like to know what! which has been fruitful? Hon. Members 
becomes of the huge majority that| have gone to their constituents and 
supports this Bill in the lobbies? But | said that the Bill has been changed for 
let us take the election addresses during | the better up to the present, but, if 
the last General Election. I am not | hon. Members acknowledge that it has 
carrying the mandate principle too far. | been changed for the better, they have 
I do not say you can get an absolute to thank the Opposition for it as the result 
mandate for every Bill you bring mm, but of discussion. But just as these changes 
I venture to say no important Bill, are coming they are suddenly stopped. 
except in a case of urgency like the | There is to be no more discussion, there 
Crimes Act, has ever been introduced are to be no more Kenyon-Slaney 
to the House, at any rate within the }Amendments—and that is the real reason. 
last thirty or forty years, without a If the Government had said to the 
responsible leader of the Party indicating electors, “We mean to abolish School 
before the General Election that he was Boards and to put voluntary schools on 
in favour of the problem being dealt | the rates, to subsidise definite dogmatic 
with in a certain way. What was the teaching, and give a third control 
casein the last General Election? I have| to the ratepayers,” what would have 
gone through the election addresses of | happened? In Liverpool, it would have 
some hon. Members. The Cojonial been ‘Vote for the LowChurch.”’ Suppose 
Secretary never said a word about the there had been a placard in Birmingham, 
education problem. His election address |“ Vote for Collins and the Catechism,” 
was full of South Africa. The Prime’ “Vote for the Colonial Secretary and 
Minister never said a word about true religion,’ how would Birmingham 
education, neither did the noble Lord! have regarded it? Even now the fate, 
the Member for Greenwich. The hon. | not merely of the Ministry, but of the 
Member for Tunbridge Wells, another; Empire, depends on this Bill. The 
light of the Church Party, never took | Colonial Secretary has told his con- 
his constituents into his confidence, and | stituents, “If you do not get this Bill 
the right hon. Member for Oxtord | through, well, I will have to go, and 
University never informed his clerical | there is an end of the British Empire.” 
supporters that he intended to support | Of course, the right hon. Gentleman’s 
a rate-aided Bill. I cannot find that | constituents all believe that he is the 
even the hon. Member for Central | very linchpin of the British Empire. 
Bradford ever said that he was in| But what did they do? They passed a 
favour of giving rates [for the sup-| series of five resolutions—I do not know 
port of denominational schools. \that any one of them has yet been 
7 Barden | embodied in the Bill. At any rate, there 

Mr. WANKLYN: I have said it since | was severe condemnation of this Bill. 
1897. ‘There was no mandate even from 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Again, I ac-| Birmingham for this Bill. The hon. 
cept the hon. Member’s statement, and | Member for Central Bradford said, “Let 
I say that this is not the only respect in| us look at this as a business trans- 
which the hon. Member was singular. | action.” Let me take a similar view 


Mr. Wanklyn. 
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of it. Take, if you like, a prospectus. | Colonial Secretary with regard to the 


You want money to develop a business 
in Africa; you go to the subscribers and 
get your money. Having got it, instead 
of using it for the African business, you 
use it to set up an opposition business 


next door to your African business. I 


do not know what business men would 
call such a transaction, but I know what 
the law would say. It would say it was 
obtaining money by false pretences 
and a fraudulent transaction. The 
Government have not treated this 
question fairly. They have brought in 
this Bill to put Christianity on the rates, 
for which they haveno mandate. There 
has been a good deal of pressure brought 
to bear on the Government, and that is the 
real history of this Bill. There is not 
an hon. Member on either side of the 
House who ever dreamt of this Bill in 
1900. If they dreamt about it, it was 
grossly unfair of them not to tell their 
constitutents at the time. What hap- 
pened? Petitions from the clergy came 
pouring in by the thousand. This is 
how the Bishop of Truro recommended 
ome of the petitions— 

“Nobody was so open to pressure as the 
Cabinet, and he believed that on this question 
the Cabinet was not united.” 

Then the letter says something about the 
Colonial Secretary— 

“It was not to be expected that men like 

Mr. Chamberlain, brilliant and able as they 
were, but who only knew the Church from the 
outside——” 
That is rather se¥ere on the right hon. 
Gentleman. But they went on to bring 
their pressure to bear. Thousands of 
petitions came pouring, in because they 
knew a Bill was to be tabled this year 
dealing with education. Afterwards 
they find there is an optional Clause, and 
they issue another circular saying— 

“You succeeded in bringing influence to 
bear on the Government to vring in this Bil! ; 
now use the same influeuce again to strike out 
the optional Clause.” 

Where did the pressure come from ? 
Not from the constituencies, but from 
thousands of clergy who sent in petitions. 
I do not think it is fair. This isa matter 
which deals with millions of people in 
this country, and it is unfair to take one 
profession in the land and simply accept 
their dictation. The real reason for this 
Resolution is that suggested by the 


Government of 1893. He said— 

“You are afraid of di-cus-ion, the by-elee- 

tions are going against you. I ask you to 
show me the secret reports of your electioneer- 
ing agents with regard to this Bull.” 
I wonder whether we dare suggest that 
same inquiry to him. If only the secret 
reports of the electioneering agents about 
this Bill could be tabled here. And the 
by-elections! The Government are afraid 
of going on because the pressure in the 
countryisincreasing. [‘‘No.”] What about 
the Cleveland Division and East Tox- 
teth? [An Hon. MemBer: Devonport. | 
Oh, Devonport ? a shilling a day. 


There is another reason, and that is the 
difficulty the Government are getting 
into with Amendments. They accepted 
an Amendment a few days ago, and what 
has happened ? They have been violently 
abused in language that I cannot help 
deprecating. It is really too strong. 
This is what the Church Times, the organ 
of the High Church party, said about 
them :— 

‘‘On many a point since this measure was 
introduced the Government has shown itself 
capable of mismanagement, cowardice, and 
even imbecility, but on Friday it fairly eclipsed 
all previous records.” 

That is the real reason—the feeling that 
is growing up amongst their own people. 
The Government are afraid of amending 
their own Bill. One ecclesiastic wrote 
the other day charging bishops with 
sharp practice. I do not krow what 
the effect of dogmatic Christian teaching 
may be in the schools, but one thing is 
clear—it does not improve either tempers 
or manners. They call their leaders 
imbeciles and charge bishops with sharp 
practice, Really, we have never gone so 
far as that. It is clear that the country 
is against the measure [Cries of ‘ No,”] ; 


_ they never had an opportunity of consider- 


ing it. The Colonial Secretary at the 
last election took the ratepayers by the 
hand and said to them, “ Fix your eyes 
on South Africa ; wicked Radical politi- 
cians will tell you to look around at 
your own affairs, but keep your eyes on 


that golden shore 6,000 miles away.” 


They followed his advice, and while the 
poor man was looking ahead they robbed 
his orchard, destroyed some of his best 
fruit trees, and by this Bill the Govern- 
ment are distributing the fruit among 
the clergy at whose dictation the measure 
was introduced. 
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(6.50.) Major RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 


ford): I rise to support most respectfully | 
the contention of my right hon. friend the’ 


Member for the Sleaford Division in 
reference to an extension of time for the 
discussion of Clause 13, because although 
I am bound to say I think the Govern- 
ment are perfectly right generally in 
their proposal, 1 think they are wrong 
in detail in this particular matter of 
finance. Very few people realise how 
important this matter is to the agricul- 
tural interest, how deadly in earnest we 
are about it, and how strongly we feel 
on the subject. What do we care 
about your Cowper-Temple Clause or 
your Kenyon-Slaney Amendment? The 
importance of the Bill, so far as we are 
concerned, is in its financial Clauses. I 
would remind my right hon. friend the 
Prime Minister that a good deal of water 
has run under the bridge since he made 
his statement on June 24th last, and that 
is the reason we want a little more time 
to discuss Clause 13. On June 24th the 
proposal he made was inadequate, but very 
fair ; it was not sufficient then, it is by 
no means sufficient now. You have 
ruled, Sir, that we cannot go into the 
details of the Bill on this Motion, there- 
fore | will simply say that what was 
good enough for us then is not good 
enough now. We find that the agri- 
cultural interest is stopped from speaking 
on these, matters which are of the most 
serious importance to us—by whom ? 
By the very people who profess to be the 
best friends of the agricultural interest. 
I am bound to say that we have no 
fault to find with them—they are the 
friends of the agricultural interest, and 
we have supported them as such—except 
in this particular matter. I have shown 
my gratitude, because, although I voted 
against the First and Second Reading 
of the Bill, ever since the First Lord 
made his speech on the financial pro- 
posals on June 24th, giving us what we 
thought was adequate consideration, 
I have voted for every Amendment of 
the Government, without even looking at 
it to see what it all was. Gratitude is 
very well, but we must draw the line 
somewhere, and with all respect to the 
Government, and with every desire to 
support them,'as I have done consistently 
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we draw it where we are stopped from 
laying before this House the fair and 
proper complaints of our people. 


(6.55.) Sim BRAMPTON GURDON 
(Norfolk, N.) : I need hardly assure hon. 
Members on the other side of the 
House that we shall be just as glad to 
get to the end of the Education Bill as 
they will. But if it is to be forced 
through the House by means of this 
very drastic Resolution there must be 
fair play. There must be no obstruction 
from the Government side of the House, 
there must be no talking against time, 
and if we are to proceed according to 
this Resolution, Members must make up 
their minds to come down to the Hcuse 
at the hour at which the Bill is appointed 
to be taken, and if an unimportant 
Motion is under discussion to dispose of 
it at once. I say this not in any con- 
troversial mood, but merely as an 
appeal to the honour of hon. Gentle 
men on the other side. 1 ask ‘whether it 
would be fair for the measure to be 
closured wholesale at the end of 
an evening, if we are not to begin 
punctually as soon as the House meets, 
I have had the curiosity to count the 
speakers on some of the Amendments 
discussed last week, and I find that on 
one Amendment out of eighteen speakers 
thirteen were on the opposite side of the 
House, while on another Amendment no 
fewer than twenty-four speakers out of 
twenty-six were from the same Party. I 
do not say that they were talking against 
time or obstructing ; I merely mention it to 
show that all the speaking has not come 
from this side of the House. It will 
really be impossible to get the Bill through 
if every speech of five minutes on this 
side is followed by half a dozen of twenty 
minutes on the other side. The hon. 
Member for Central Bradford has sug- 
gested that it is open to the constituencies 
to tell Members that they talk too much. 
That is true, but they can go on telling 
them so, and it may be a great many years 
before they will be able to carry their 
threats into effect. I would suggest to 
certain Members on the other side, who 
shall be nameless, but who are rather 
given to lecturing us, a mode by which 
they may greatly facilitate the progress 
Remembering the old adage, 
“example is better than precept,” I am 


two details to which I referred just now— | not going to preach anything I do not 
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myself practise. I would suggest to 
these hon. Members, to whom I will not 
more specifically refer—their own con- 
siences will tell them who are the guilty 
ones—that they should not rise oftener 
than I do, that they should cut .their 
speeches as short as I cut mine, and that 
they should try to be a little less dull. 
By so doing, they will give great satis- 
faction, not only to this side of the House, 
but equally to their own friends; they 
will give still more satisfaction to the right 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Bill, and 
they will give most satisfaction of all to 
the Chairman of Committees. 


Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, Ac- 
crington): I wish to make one point with 
regard to a certain paragraph in the 
Amendment of my right hon. friend. 
The Amendment reads— 

«.,, and, while assuming to establish a 
permanent system of national education, en- 
dows denominational teaching —” 
ad so on. It, in fact, charges the 
Government with assuming for this Bill 
that it establishes a permanent system of 
education. I venture to say that where- 
a, in order to obtain success for any 
educational system whatever you must be 
perfectly certain that you will be backed 
up by popular co-operation, this Bill is 
not « Bill for popular co-operation, and 
that you are, in fact, legislating not for a 
majority but for a minority of the people 
a the country. I have here a Blue-book 
published not long ago, which gives 
certain striking figures to which I desire 
to draw the attentioff of the Government. 
It states that the average attendance of 
all the childrenin the national and Church 
a England schools throughout the 
country amounts to 1,887,000. The 
number in average attendance at the 
Roman Catholic schools is 257,000. This 
gives a total of 2,144,000 children in 
average attendance at the Church of 
England, the national and Catholic 
whools. I have added these together 
because it is generally assumed that the 
Church of England and the Catholics 
welcome this Bill and receive it with 
pprobation. There are in average 
attendance at board schools 2,239,000 
thildren, in British schools 250,000, and 
in Wesleyan schools 127,000, making in 
ill a total of 2,580,000 children whose 
farents have not required that there 
thould be denominational sectarian 
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teaching for their children. That being 
so, by this Bill you are legislating for a 
minority of the parents of the children. 
If you desire permanence for this Bill you 
are going a very curious way to obtain it, 
and you are forcing upon the country that 
which more than half of the parents of 
the country do not desire. I venture to 
say there has been abundant evidence to 
show that a majority of the parents are 
against denominational teaching, and at 
the recent bye-elections the verdict has 
been against this Bill. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) : 
Although the Education Bill is a measure 
that deeply affects the welfare of the 
people, the representatives of the people 
are not to be allowed free discussion 
upon it. Not only have many of our 
Amendments been closured, but our 
consciences as Nonconformists, especially 
in the rural districts, have been stirred 
in a manner which has not been 
equalled in the lifetime of any Member of 
the House. At the fag end of the session 
we are to have this Bill rushed through 
by the brute force of a majority elected 
for other purposes, with no indication 
whatever that the Government ever 
intended to deal root and branch with 
the education of the country. Here we 
are at the end of the session with only 
half the Bill passed, and we are to have 
this brutal application of superior num- 
bers to destroy our efforts and oppor- 
tunities to impress our opinions upon 
the various Clauses of this measure. In 
a Bill which is going to deal with the 
future education of this country, elemen- 
tary education is by far the most impor- 
tant part of the system, because without 
sound elementary education, good secon- 
dary education is almost impossible. If 
we had had two sessions to deal with this 
great subject, it would not be too much 
having regard to its far reaching import- 
ance. All those who have studied the 
industries of the world, and taken note 
of the enormous advance made every 
year by invention and chemistry in its 
application to industry, must know that 
education is the great force of the future, 
and that unless this country is equipped 
in knowledge it will suffer as it is now 
suffering through the competition of 
the more educated nations. This fact 
would have made the Government pause 
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before making this reckless proposal 
which we are now discussing. A sound 
national system of education is more 
important to the British nation than the 
British Army. Efficiency in education is 
more important than efficiency at the 
War Office, and yet we are ilies with 
it as if tremendous issues were not 
involved, and the Government are 
proposing to cut short this discussion 
by using the Closure—that tremendous 
instrument for the destruction of repre- 
sentative government. We have, had 
the School Board system growing up 
with brilliant success, and now the 
Government are proposing to supplant 
it with a system of Bumbledom 
detrimental to the interests of the 


people. 


Education 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is not the question under debate. 


Mr. BROADHURST: If I have 
transgressed jit is through my folly in 
noticing remarks made by the other 
side. In my opinion, this is aniniquitous 
Motion and an outrageous Bill. We 
are going to be deprived of opportunities 
for full discussion by the brutalising 
application of mere numbers in the 
Division Lobby, and whatever may 
happen in consequence, all those who 
support this system of the destruction of 
popu:ar government must be answer- 
able for it. The Government are going 
to force upon an unwilling community 
instruction in dogmas which are re- 
pugnant to the feelings of one half of the 
inhabitants of the country. The schools 
are going to be subject to the whims of 

articular ministers of the Church of 
ngland in hundreds of parishes. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not entitled to make a 
Second Reading speech upon this Motion. 


Mr. BROADHURST: Of course, Mr. 
Speaker, I bow to your ruling. It was 
only the strong personal feeling I have 
against this measure which led me into 
that particular line of argument. I 
protest against the application of this 
wholesale closure upon a matter which 
goes deep down into the soul of every 


Nonconformist in the country, especially | 


in regard to our poorer neighbours in 
Mr. Broadhurst. 
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the rural] districts, where they will not 
have the same opportunity of defending 
themselves against these aggressions as 
men would in the great centres of 
industry. I detest the Bill, Mr. Speaker, 
and I look upon it as a monstrous 
measure, and I will do everything in my 
power that is legal to destroy the Bill. 
A more hateful measure to me was never 
introduced into the House of Commons, 
and this hateful process of the Closure is 
being applied to put an end to what isa 
reasonable and fair demand and almost 
a birthright—the right to discuss a 
measure of this kind so long as we 
discuss it within the limits of reason. 
| We have not had sufficient time to dis- 
|cuss and improve the measure. We 
| have been closured again and again, and 
| no argument has been listened to, and 
| now the whole thing is to be cut down, 
as it were at one blow, by the Govern- 
ment and their followers. Like the hon. 
Member for Central Bradford, they are 
ready to “execute” the public rights of 
the citizens of this country at the call of 
the Party Whip. The hon. Gentleman 
said “ Let us goto our constituencies.” | 
only wish that we were going next week. 
{Cries of ‘‘ Divide.”] If we did go, many 
hon. Members would find that their time 
for calling “ Divide” had come to an end. 








*(7.17) Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, 
Crewe) : I could not help thinking when 
the hon. Member for Carnarvon was 
speaking that while there was no one 
perhaps who had addressed the House 
more frequently and at greater length 
than he had, there was no one against 
whom the charge could be less justly 
brought of having wasted the time and 
obstructed the proceedings of the House. 
I have one claim to address the House 
from the fact that I have not spoken one 
moment since we reassembled after the 
recess. On one occasion! did attempt 
to speak on the refusal of the schools for 
the purpose of political meetings, but the 
Closure was moved and I had not the 
opportunity. Therefore my, conscience 
is perfectly clear as to having wasted the 
time or obstructed the proceedings of the 
House. Reference has been made to 

| the opposition to this Bill, and a con- 
parison drawn between the proceedings 
now and those in regard to the Home 
| Rule Bill of 1893. I venture to submit 
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that the attitude of the opponents of the | 
Home Rule Bill was wholly different | 
in direct opposition to the wishes of the 


and that the analogy breaks down. 


There was an avowed intention to wreck | 
the Home Rule Bill altogether, and a 
repudiation of any idea of improving it | 
country has had of expressing an opinion, 


inany way. No charge could be less 


true in regard to the Education Bill. | 
Amendment after Amendment has been | 
moved, and in many cases accepted, and | 
I ven- | 
ture to say that, if on three great points | 
Amendments moved by the Opposition | 
| yesterday, and notice the total absence of 
any peerage conferred, without thinking 


these now form part of the Bill. 


had been accepted—first, the Amend- 
ment which would have continued the 
School Boards for a time; second, one 
that would have given the ratepayers 
two-thirds of the managers instead of one 
third ; and third, one that would have left 
open the field for teachers, and done away 
with religious tests—they would have 
practically removed the objections to the 
Bill, which might, by this time, have 
been very far towards completion. My 
right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition has said that there is no 


possible reason or pretext for hurry, and | 


for the bringing to a conclusion of these 
debates, and I perfectly agree with him, 
yet I think there may be, in the minds 


of some hon. Members opposite, a reason | 


for wishing to come to the end of them, 
namely, the attractions of certain other 
occupations in the country. When I 
think of the statement of my hon. friend 
the Member for Durham, of how the 
House has been bored by interminable 
debate, I would remind him of the lines 
written by a late Member of the House 
who was well known, and whose son is 
now an honoured Member of it. De- 
scribing his experience of the House of 
Commons, he said— 

“Last night in St. Stephen’s so wearily sitting, 
(The Member for Boreham sustained the debate) 
Some pitying spirit that round me was flitting, 
Vouchsafed a sweet vision my pain to abate.” + 


Then he went on to describe a very de- | 
lightful run with the foxhounds as being | 


to him the sweet vision which had 
entirely obscured the mace, the Speaker, 
and the House. I venture to think that 
the pleasures of the country form no 
little element in the desire of some hon. 
Members opposite to facilitate the con- 
clusion of the debates on this Bill. We 





+ The late Mr. Bromley Davenport’s lines, 
entitled ‘“‘ The dream of the old Meltonian.” 
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say boldly not only that the Government 
has no mandate for it, but that it is 


country at the present moment. There 
is only one test by which you can judge, 
and upon every opportunity which the 


namely, by means of elections, the 
country has invariably pronounced 
against, and overwhelmingly against, the 
passage of the Bill. I do not think 
any hon. Member can look at the long 
list of honours published in the papers 


that there was some reason for it. It is 
an open secret that the Government, to 
use a perfectly straightiorward phrase, 


/ did not dare to make vacancies in seats 


here for fear of losing seats. If there 
was one seat in the country which was 
believed to be more overwhelmingly Con- 


| servative and secure than another it was 


Sevenoaks, and yet the Party opposite 
came very near defeat in that con- 
stituency. We are, therefore, justified 
in saying not only that the Bill is un- 
popular, but that the country would 
pronounce very largely against it. That 
is one of the strongest arguments that 
can be brought forward against hurry- 
ing this debate to a conclusion. Some- 
thing has been said as to what the attitude 
of the Colonial Seeretary towards the 
Bill has been. Over and over again in 
the course of the last year or two he has 
assured the country that there was only 
one issue before it. I am sorry the 
right hon. Gentleman is not in his place 
at present. In connection with the 
election which took place at Dewsbury in 
January last, the right hon. Gentleman 
sent the following message in favour of 
the Unionist candidate :— 
“Tell Mr. Haley that Iam watching with 
great interest the — fight that he is making, 
the electors of the Dewsbury 
Pailiamentary Borough that in this election 
patriotism comes before partisanship, and that 
this is no contest between Liberals and Conser- 
vatives, that there are only two parties—those 
who are for their country, and those who are 
for the Boers.” 
Nothing could be more direct than that 
definition as to what the question was. 
I have only to say that this Education 
Bill was never before the country. I 
have received protest after protest against 
it, and I have not had a single Petition 


| in favour of it so far as I remember. I 
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am confident that, if my constituency 
were appealed to tomorrow it would give 
me a larger majority than I had on the 
last occasion. 


*Mr. PRIESTLEY (Grantham): I 
think that possibly, though a compara- 
tively new Member of this House, there 
is some justification for my offering a very 
brief, but very emphatic, protest “against 
what I myself consider the unconsti- 
tutional and unnecessary proposals of the 
First Lord. I do not wish to display any 
presumption in this antagonism, but I 
hope that even as a young Member of the 
House I have as great a desire for the 
true welfare of Parliamentary debate 
as more experienced Members, or the 
Leader of the House. I think these 
proposals are not only unfair to the 
country, but impolitic from the highest 
point of view. In reading the great 
debates of past times we have, I think, 
always recognised the inestimable value 
of freedom of debate, and if a sub- 
ject does not bear examination by free 
debate, you may depend upon it that 


there is something radically wrong. 
The question of education which we 


are now discussing is possibly the greatest 
we can discuss in this House. If the 
Government had received a mandate from 
the country to deal with the question, or if 
the Bill had been submitted in any shape 
or form for the consideration of the 
country, there might be some justification, 
after a reasonable time had been given 
for discussion, for closuring debate, but 
I think we may say without hesitation 
that the subject is one of far greater 
importance than the debates in the House 
would lead one to suppose. It seems to me 
that great issues have been at stake in 
connection with this education question. 
It is a question which will affect 
the future prosperity of millions of 
the people of this country ; and when 
I hear more or less quibbling over small 
differences, it seems almost sad that this 
Parliament, whichis the first in the world, 
should not avail itself of the opportunity 
which is now presented of dealing with 
the question in a more heroic manner 
than by wrangling over the question of 
religious instruction in our schools. I 
think the Party in Opposition are 
perfectly justified in saying that before 
the First Lord submitted proposals for 
crippling and practically destroying 
Mr. Tomkinson. 
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legitimate debate he ought at least to 
have submitted in some shape or form 
the question to the country. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Debate stood adjourned: 


Debate to be resumed this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (PROCEDURE). 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question [this 
day], ‘‘ That the Proceedings in Com- 
mittee and on Report of the Education 
(England and Wales) Bill (including 
Proceedings on the Financial Resolution 
relating thereto), shall, unless previously 
disposed of, be brought to a conclusion 
at the times and in the manner herein. 
after mentioned: (a) The Proceedings in 
Committee on the remaining part of 
Clause 12, and on Clause 13, on Wednes- 
day, 12th ‘Nov ember ; (2) The Proceedings 
on Clauses 14, 15, 16, and 17, on Thurs- 
day, 13th November; (c) The Proceedings 
on Clauses 18, 19, and 20, and on the 
Committee Stage of the Financial Resolu- 
tion, on Friday, 14th November ; (7) The 
Proceedings on Report of the Financial 
Resolution, and on the New Clause re- 
lating to the aid grant, on Monday, 17th 
November; (e) The Proceedings on the 
New Clauses relating to endowments, 
local authority’s managers, and group- 
ing, on Tuesday, 18th November ; (f) 
The Proceedings on the New Clause 
relating to managers, and any other 
Government New Clauses, on Schedules, 
and any new Government Schedules, and 
any other Proceedings necessary to bring 
the Committee Stage to a conclusion, on 
Thursday, 20th November; (v) The Con- 
sideration of the Report shall be appointed 
for Tuesday, 25th November; and the 
Proceedings on Reporton any New Clauses 
and on Amendments to Parts I. and II. 
of the Bill shall be brought to a con- 
clusion on that day ; (h) The Proceedings 
on Report on Amendments to Part III. 
of the Bill shall be brought to a con- 
clusion on Thursday, 27th November; 
(c) The Proceedings on the Report of the 
Bill shall be concluded on Friday, 28th 
November. 
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“At1l p.M.on the said days, or, if the 
day isa Friday, at 4.30 P.m., the Chair- 
man or Speaker shall put forthwith the 
Question or Questions on any Amend- 
ment or Motion already proposed from 
the Chair, and shall next proceed suc- 
eessively to put forthwith the Question 
on any Amendments moved by the 
Government of which notice has been 
given, but no other Amendments, and on 
every Question necessary to dispose of 
the allotted Business. 

“In the case of new Clauses and 
Schedules, he shall put only the Question 
that such Clause or Schedule be added to 
the Bill. 

“Proceedings under this Order shall 
not be interrupted (except at an After- 
noon Sitting at 7.30 p.M.) under the 
provisions of any Standing Order relating 
to Sittings of the House. 

“After the passing of this Order, on 
any day on which any proceedings on 
the Education (England and Wales) Bill 
stand as the first Order of the Day, no 
dilatory Motion on the Bill, nor under 
Standing Order 17, nor Motion to post- 
pone a Clause, shall be received unless 
moved by the Minister in charge of the 
Bill, and the Question on any such Motion 
shall be put forthwith. 

“Tf Progress be reported the Chairman 
shall put this Order in force in any sub- 
sequent Sitting of the Committee.” —( Mr. 
A. J. Balfour.) 


Which Amendment was— 

“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words, 
‘this House declines tg entertain a proposal to 
restrict debate upon a measure which, since it 
vitally affects the whole working of local 
government and administration, and, while 
assuming to establish a permanent system of 
national education, endows denominational 
teaching out of the rates without securing full 
popular control, demands the most searching 
examination in every particular.’ ”—(Sir Henry 
Cumpbell-Bannerman. ) 


(Juestion again proposed, “That the 
words to the end of line 6, stand part of 
the Question.” 


*(9.0.) Mr. PRIESTLEY : At the inter- 
ruption of the sitting I was addressing 
my remarks to an aspect of this question 
which I regard as of great importance. 
The debates so far as they have gone, 
the right hon. Gentleman will admit, 
have had a beneficial effect upon this 
Bill. Many of the Amendments have 
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come from his own supporters and many 
from hon. Gentlemen on this side of the 
House, and it is universally admitted 
that those Amendments in the main 
have improved the character of the Bill. 
Realising the vast importance of this Bill 
for twenty-five or thirty years to come, 
the effect it will have on generations ; 
the eformous results it will have, 
beneficially or the reverse, is it unreason- 
able to have expected that the debate 
upon the system, for the purpose of 
benefiting the Bill,should have continued. 
I will askin all fairness, supposing for 
the sake of argument the period required 
for thoroughly and efficiently discussing 
this measure was another six months. 
Why should we not spend that amount of 
time on it? Is it not our duty here to 
give our ability, energy, and time to the 
most thorough and capable discussion of 
this measure? Even if six months further 
time were required, we should, | think, 
have persevered until we had passed and 
placed upon the Statute-book the best 
edition of the measure the First Lord of 
the Treasury has introduced. Another 
reason I would advance for further 
discussion on this Bill, if the House 
would see its way to reject the Resolution 
and reject the Closure by compartments, 
is that this Bill is couched in extremely 
vague phraseology. It requires an 
expert to make common sense out of 
some parts of the Bill, and in the 
interests of the Bill itself, more time 
ought to be given to its discussion. I, 
like many other Members, am personally 
interested in a part of this Bill, which 
interest will be seriously affected by those 
proposals if they are a'lowed to influence 
our discussions. I had the honour to 
introduce an Amendment last session 
relating to a branch of education which 
many of us regard as of great import- 
ance; an Amendment for the purpose 
of introducing into our national educae 
tion the system of physical culture. The 
First Lord sympathised with my views 
on that question. I think his words 
were that he followed, with interest and 
with feelings of entire agreement, the 
views I expressed, and it is naturally 
rather irritating to find that there is no 
opportunity of introducing this matter 
into this Bill by way of a new Clause 
which has been put down, and which now 
there will be no opportunity of bringing 
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forward. That is one subject which the | their Amendments will be cut out, after 


First Lord admitted was possibly at 
least as important as any other branch 
of education.¢I only use that as an 
illustration of the result of this un- 
statesmanlike manner of cutting short 
the discussion of a measure which will 
become law and affect the interest of 
education in this country for a consider- 
able period. It is not, I trust, too 
late to hope that when this Bill has 


| 


all, the Opposition have the matter very 
much in their own hands, because the 
Government Amendments wil! take 
up very little time, and if the Opposi- 
tion choose to consult among them- 
selves and settle which Amendments they 
think are of primary importance, and see 


that those Amendments are brought 
forward in due course, there will be no. 


passed this House it may be dealt with | 


in another place, and if that other place 


justifies its existence there is not the | 


slightest doubt that it will consider the 
manner in which this Bill has been dealt 
with in this House is unconstitutional, 
and its authority and its power will be 
used for the purpose of rejecting it, and 
thus compel the Government to go to the 
country upon this question. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.): 
Many who have listened to the course of 
this debate will admit that the reasons 
urged against this Motion by the Opposi 
tion are extremely thin. One reason 
given, however, is worthy of considera- 
tion. They say a Motion of this sort 


difficulty in discussing them within the 
allotted time. The reasons upon which 
this Motion is resisted are very shortly 
put in the Notice Paper, and I see there 


‘are no less than seven Amendments 


would put a great amount of power into | 


the hands of the executive Government 
to curtail freedom of debate. But, Sir, 
hon. Gentlemen opposite are, to a large 
extent, disqualified from arguing that 
reason, owing to the occasions similar to 
this on which they found it necessary to 
take just such another step. The hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down 
referred to an Amendment in which he 


which put in the forefront of their 
wording, “That the proposal of the 
Government is calculated to disgrace the 
House to the level of a voting machine.” 
I venture to think this House must 
either be a voting machine, a talking 
machine, or a working machine. It has 
to be something of a talking machine 
and ‘something of a voting machine, 
but it is most important that it should 
be a working machine, and that is 
why Motions of this kind become 
at times necessary. We should stultify 
ourselves if we allowed ourselves to be 
overcome with our own verbosity. When 
we look at what is left of this Bill we see 
that it does not involve any questions of 
policy, but questions which might be dis- 
cussed by a Standing Committee of this 
House in far less time than has been 
allotted by this Resolution. The Leader 
of the Opposition put forth as a reason 


|for his Amendment the fact that this 


was interested, and which will be cut out | 


from discussion owing to the operation 
of this Resolution. But such a point as 
that might be met on the present occasion 
by arrangement, and it could be met on 
a future occasion by a very slight altera- 
tion in our procedure. That is to say, 
when you are allotting time, one day for 
this Clause and another day for that, so as 
to make the best of the time, and dis- 
tribute discussion so far as possible over 
the different parts of the Bill, it would 
be possible to distribute the time on 


those days among various Amend- 


ments, giving preference to those which | 


were ot mostimportance. That could be 
done by a very slight alteration in the 
powers under the Standing Order. But 


Bill endows denominational teaching. If 
one followed that up it would lead toa 
Second Reading debate. But I may point 
out to the House that the part that 
endows denominational teaching _ has 
already been passed, and everything that 
could be urged with regard to that has 
been urged in this House. What is left 
of the Bill? Clause 12 we have nearly 
got through, Clause 13 is simply a question 
of expenditure, Clause 14 relates to 
borrowing, Clause 15 to arrangements 
between the local authorities and councils, 
Clause 16 to Provisional Orders, and 
Clause 17 to overlapping, Clause 18 to the 
definition. So I say that if we had not 
the religious element in this, these are 
matters which would be dealt with in far 
less time by a Standing Committee than 
that allotted. We ought to look at this 


with regard to those who complain that | Motion from the point of view of getting 


Mr. Priestley. 
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through our business. We ought, of 
course, to look jealously upon any sugges- 
tion of the Executive Government to 
eurtail the freedom of discussion ; but 
when we find ample time allotted under 
the Resolution—time in excess of what 
would be required by a Standing Com- 
mittee—I think the Government is doing 
the right thing, and that the country will 
think the same. 


*(9.15.) SiR WILLIAM HOLLAND 
(Yorkshire W.R., Rotherham): I have 
not hitherto taken any great part in the 
debate on this Bill, yet if I had followed 
the evident wishes of my constituents, I 
should have been speaking every day and 
several times a day, so strong is the 
interest they take in the measure. Nor 
can we be surprised when we consider 
that the subject is one of paramount 
importance. I cordially support the 
Amendment moved this afternoon by my 
right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition, I think it is quite evident 
from the speeches already delivered, that 
this subject is of paramount importance. 
The proposals before the House are 
revolutionary in their character, and are 
fraught with momentous consequences to 
the welfare of our race. A false step 
taken now can only be retraced later on 
slowly and perhaps painfully, and there- 
fore it follows that exactly in proportion 
as the Bill is important, and that a wise 
decision should be arrived at, so exactly 
in the same proportion is there need at 
the present time for the most careful and 
critical discussion of its provisions. We 
must all feel that if is a very unfortunate 
circumstance that the religious question 
should have had so much prominence 
given to it, but the fault of that does not 
rest with this side of the House, but 
rather at the door of the Government. 
I hold that no greater dis-service could 
be done to the Church of England than 
to persist with the Bill in its present 
form; and I know that many members 
of that Church fully recognise that some 
of the proposals of the Bill are very 
unjust in their nature. I have received 
unsolicited communications tothat effect 
fromclergymen of the Church of England, 
who see that so long as this injustice 
is allowed to remain, so long will 
there be hostile influence at work 
in their respective localities. Rightly or 
wrongly, the people have got it into 
their heads that the clergy are somehow 
| FOURTH SERIES. | 
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pulling the wires of this Bill, that they 
have exerted their influence on the 
Government, and have taken an unfair 
advantage of the great majority which 
the Government obtained for a very 
different purpose. It has fallen to my 
lot to address a large number of 
meetings in different parts of the 
country, and, so far as I have been 
able to fee. e pulse of those meetings, 
the people resent the idea of any Church 
putting the'r hands into the public purse 
without first obtaining the consent of 
the public at large who own that purse. 
There is no precedent for the action of 
the Government in attempting to force, 
by means of the Closure, through the 
House of Commons such a stupendous 
proposal as that we are now considering, 
not only without any pretence of a 
mandate from the country, but even in 
direct opposition to the wishes of the 
people in so far as we can interpret those 
wishes by recent by-elections. The 
volume of opposition to the Bill is very 


682 


much greater than would appear 
from some of the newspapers. There 
was, tor instance, that memorable 


Conference which took place in Birming- 
ham, and which is destined to become 
historical. On that occasion there was 
a great speech by the Colonial Secretary 
which was of course fully reported; 
but there were a great many other 
speeches delivered on the same occasion 
not one of which was reported, so that 
we do not know the full extent of the 
hostility then manifested to the Bill. 
It would be bad enough on the part of the 
Government to persist with this Bill when 
they know that the country is against 
them ; but if the Bill be a good Bill there is 
nothing to be lost by letting the light of 
day into its provisions, and by having 
the fullest and most complete debate in 
this House. When the country sees the 
Closure applied in so ruthless a manner 
by the Prime Minister, and that coercion 
instead of argument is used to drive the 
Bill through the House, the opposition 
of the country will become greatly 
embittered. The use of the Closure 
will disincline the public from receiving 
this Bill with that measure of approval 
which we are anxious to see given to all 
Bills which pass this House. Our laws 
are only strong if they have the respect 
of those who are to obey them, and if 


2A 
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they are felt to be fair in their incidence, 
and administered in an impartial manner. 
But all these qualities will be lacking in 
the present Bill should it become 
an Act of Parliament. I know 
the Government take their stand on 
the Church on the one hand, and the 
Constitution on the other ; but I venture 
to submit that they are not displaying a 
very constitutional spirit when they 
muzzle Parliament and defy the express 
wishes of the electors. It is true that 
the Government have made many 
changes in the measure, but these have 
been made under the stress of the 
debate, and are, for the most part, pro 
tanto, improvements; and it is not 
unreasonable to suppose that further 
improvements would have been made on 
the Bill if the Closure had not ruthlessly 
stopped debate. How often has it 
happened that discussion on one question 
has been burked on the ground that it 
could more properly take place on a later 
Clause ; but when that Clause was reached 
nothing but the Closure awaited the 
House. In that way various questions 
which ought to have been dealt with by 
the House have not received any con- 
sideration at all. I hold it is even 
more necessary that there should be a 
careful debate of the Education Bill than 
of the Home Rule Bill in 1893. I say 
this because on that occasion the then 
Opposition were able to rely on the 
House of Lords when the Bill was sent 
to them. In regard to this paticular 
measure the Liberals cannot rely on the 
House of Lords, because we know that when 
the Tories are in power there is prac- 
tically only one legislative Assembly. We 
know that on the other side of the House 
hon. Members constantly claim that they 
have an unusual share of patriotism ; and 
yet in this matter of education they have 
not patriotism enough to put before the 
country a truly national system of educa- 
tion, such as we on this side have continu- 
ally advocated, both in this House and on 
the platform outside. I heartily support 
the Amendment, which I trust will meet 
with a large measure of acceptance. 


*Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I should 
not on this occasion have risen to address 
the House were it not that I consider the 
issues upon which the House is called 
upon now to pronounce have scarcely been 
touched by the various speakers opposite. | 


Sir William Holland. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


We are not now debating the merits 
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or demerits of the Education Bill. What 
the House of Commons has to decide this 
evening is whether the majority of this 
House is to prevail over the minority. 
[Opposition Cries of “Oh, oh.”] Hon, 
Gentlemen opposite seem to me rather 
to ridicule, or to dissent from that 
doctrine ; but I would venture to lay it 
down as a universal rule wholly without 
application to any particular measure, 
whether Home Rule, Education, the 
Ballot, Manhood Suffrage, or One-man- 
one-vote. If the opinion of the House of 
Commons—as it has unquestionably been 


in this instance—has been pronounced 
overwhelmingly by constant, almost 


growing majorities, then I say if that 
opinion is not to prevail in Parliamentary 
Government, there is an end to the 
House of Commons. I am aware that 
hon. Members opposite seem to think 
that they have a monopoly of purity of 
motive. [OPPOSITION cries of ‘‘ No, no.”] 
I am justified in saying that, because 
speaker after speaker has got up to 
declare that my friends on this side of 
the House are not obeying their con- 
scient‘ous convictions; that they are 
obeying the Party Whip, to carry out 
the illustration of the hon. Member who 
has just sat down. During the ten 
years I have been here I have never 
thought to impute motives of any 
kind. There is an end to what 
is called freedom of debate if we do 
not, on each side of the House, take 
for granted that the view which every 
Member for the time being expresses is 
that which he conscientiously believes; 
and therefore, when a majority of this 
House has over and over again expressed 
itself in favour of a particular issue that 
has to be decided, | say it does not lie 
in the mouths of any right hon. or hon. 
Member to resist unduly and _ illegiti- 
mately the distinctly pronounced opinion 
of the overwhelming majority of the 
House of Commons. When the hon. 
Member for Rotherham said that this 
Bill had been closured by what he called 
brute force, let me say that there is no 
argument in that. I followed attentively 
these debates during both the Summer 
and the Autumn Sessions, and without 
impunging in the slightest degree the 
purity of the motives of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, I say that most of the 
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speeches were repetitions of the argu- | 
ment which several Members had already | 
advanced in behalf of,the view placed 
before the House at the time. With all 
possible respect I venture to lay it 
down as a matter of incontrovertible 
jact that it does not lie in the mouth 
of any Member to say that issues which 
have been debated almost ad nauseam are 
stopped by brute force when we closure 
a particular issue, and ask the House to 
apply itself to the next Amendment. I 
have the honour to represent a con- 
stituency where a few friends who 
gave me their support at the last 
election have told me that in consequence 
of this Education Bill they will not be 
able to do so next time. Nevertheless, 
from not one of these do I apprehend 
the smallest dissent when I say that 
when, rightly or wrongly, the large 
majority of the House of Commons 
have decided it ought after reasonable 
debate to be allowed to pass, that this 
Bill is a right, a proper, and a beneficent 
Bill. We have to consider and decide 
whether the House of Commons is to act 
up to the traditions which have always 
resulted in free debate. If we come to a 


{11 Nove 


wrong conclusion, the nation has its 
remedy at the next election. Speaking 


for myself, I have not the least apprehen- 
sion that the opinion of the nation, when 
it comes to know more about this Bill, 
when it has had its experience of it as an 
Act, will differ from that of the majority 
of the representatives. 
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because it is the first time that an 
English Bill, in the discussion of which 
English Members have mainly taken 
part, has been treated by the method of 
summary closure. Accordingly, in these 
circumstances, | experience between the 
two contending parties what the ancient 
theologians used to describe as a “‘ morose 
delectation.”” When I entered the House 
and heard the First Lord make his 
speech I really thought that instead of 
advancing the Education Bill he was 
arguing in favour of a Home Rule Bill 
for the nature of his speech—and a 
most conciliatory and statesmanlike 
speech it waSs,—was an argument to 
prove that this House is absolutely in- 
capable in its present condition of deal- 
ing with any first-class measure accord- 
ing to the ordinary Rules of Debate. 
And I coupled the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s arguments with a passage from 
his speech at the Lord Mayor’s banquet 
last night, in which he said : 

“T anticipate no insuperable difficulties in 
introducing into the a. British Empire 
that happy spirit of liberty and of patriotism 
which now so eminently distinguishes Canada, 
Australia, New Zealand, and our other 
great dependencies.’ 

I thought to myself if that spirit of 
liberty and patriotism which prevailed in 
these portions of the British Empire is, 
in his view, to be extended all over the 
Empire, that really Ireland is, as I 
understand, a portion of the British 
Empire; and I began to wonder whether, 


IBER 1902} 


‘out of the effects of the Mansion House 


*(9.35.) Mr. T. M. HEALY: The 
First Lord in “his adroit speech 
appealed to hon. Gentlemen on the left 
hand of the Speaker to remember that 
the time might come when they might 
be on the right of the Speaker, and to 
hon. Gentlemen on the right of the 
Speaker that the time might come when 
they would be on the left. That appeal 
cannot touch ary man on the Irish 
Benches, for we are here permanently 
anchored on your left, Mr. Speaker, and, 
therefore, no such argument could have 
any force or weight with us. | am 
inclined to think that there is not much 
to be said for the precedents which have 
been employed by the Prime Minister 
for closuring the debate by compart- 
ments. They are all bad precedents, 
for they are all Irish precedents. This, 


therefore, is an epoch making occasion, 


banquet, and the promise of the exten- 
sion of the liberty and patriotism which 
Canada, Australia, New Zealand and 
the Cape enjoy, the right hon. Gentle- 
man was bent on conferring the benefits 
of Home Rule for Ireland. 

However, I have not come across the 
Channel for the purpose of making any ad 
captandem argument. [simply rise to state 
why I am here, for the purpose of taking 
part in the division tonight in support of 
the Government, and lamsorry that there 
are only a few Irish Members, Catholic 
or Protestant, present with me. I am 
neither a clerical nor an anti-clerical ; I 
am a Catholic, and in this Bill, almost 
for the first time, I see some chance of 
applying the conditions of liberality and 
toleration to the schools which have 
been erected by the poorest of the poor 
amongst my exiled countrymen, drive— 


2A2 
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uneducated out of their own land. But 
with that love for education which 
distinguishes their race, they have, un- 
aided by State grants, erected, mostly 


in your slums, these poor, wretched 
institutions which they call schools, 
but which to them represent 


primary, intermediate and_ university 
education. I deplore, when the cause of 


these schools has been put in jeopardy, | 


the absence of so many of my colleagues 
on an occasion such as this. Let it not 
be suggested for one moment that we 
are not alive to the case which has been 
put by the Nonconformists, and by the 
Liberal Party, in regard to Church 
schools. I believe that so far asthe Non- 
conformists of England are concerned, it 
is a misnomer to call them secularists. 
I believe they are as anxious as we are 
for religious education, but they are 
afraid lest, under the conditions which 
exist, as they are in a minority, 
proselytism should prevail if they send 
their children to State schools or Church 
schools, where religion is taught. The 
Catholics have, in order to preserve the 
religion of their children, erected separate 
schools, and the Nonconformists, with 
the same object of keeping intact the 
creed of their youth, want to 
drive out of the State schools any re- 
ligion at all. Our modes are different, 
but our object is the same, viz., to pre- 
serve the religion of our forefathers ; 
and let it not for a moment be sup- 
posed that we believe that the Noncon- 
formists of England are in any degree 
slack or sluggishonsuch anissue. No, we 
believe that if they were in a majority 
they would act exactly as the Church- 
men are doing to-day. [OPpposITION 
cries of “No!”’| But because they are 
in a minority they have had to invent 
a great principle—viz., the principle of 
secular education. For my part I do not 
pretend to understand the tenets of the 
Protestant denominations. | Ironical 
Opposition cheers]. Well it really 
would be hard to expect that in ad- 
dition to the other plagues which Martin 
Luther inflicted on the world, that we 
should be compelled to study Protes- 
tantism. All I maintain is this, that the 
Church people, having a majority, are 
anxious to have religion taught in the 
schools, and the Nonconformists, being 
in a minority, and believing that the 


Mr. T. M. Healy 


{COMMONS} 
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Church religion would be taught in the 
schools, are anxious only on that ground 
to exclude religion from the schools. [ 
do not believe that that is a secularist 
attitude, although it is so represented in 
Treland; and from my experience of this 
House my opinion is that with the exten. 
sion of the franchise the tone of the House 
in its treatment of religious questions 
instead of becoming lighter has become 
graver, and, I believe there is a deeper 
and more growing sense of religion ex- 
tending throughout England than that 
which existed when I first knew this 
Parliament. Well, it is said that the 
Government do not venture to take 
up boldly, according to some of 
their organs, the necessity for religious 
education. I feel under no such 
disability whatever. I believe that the 
whole reason for these anarchist move- 
ments which have disturbed Europe and 
which have led to the assassination of 
the Presidents of the United States and 
the French Republic, have been due to 
the expulsion of God from the schools. 
I believe that the Government are doing 
a wise and a politic thing in insisting 
upon the right of the parent to have 
his children brought up in the religion 
of his fathers. When I was a_ boy 
I used to be taught that the reason 
for the prosperity of England was 
due entirely to the way in which the 
people of England honoured the Lord’s 
Day. ‘That was the teaching amongst us 
Catholics; and we were taught that al- 
though the English people were Protest- 
ants they had a blessing of that kind. 
Well, Sir, in Ireland at this moment we 
are watching this movement in favour 
of religious education in this country 
with deep emotion and pondering hearts. 
Some people allege that there is some 
bargain between us and the Government 
because a handful of Irishmen are going to 
vote with them tonight. If there were any 
bargain to be made I venture to say these 
Benches would not be so empty as they 
are. The Government do not want the 
handful of votes that we can give them; 
and my vote is given simply to testify to 
my own opinion and judgment that the 
Government are engaged upon a _ holy 
and righteous cause. 

Sir, it is said that the present Govern- 
ment are a Coercion Government, and 
that, as such, no Irish Member should 
be found in the Lobby associated with 
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them. They will be just as much a 
Coercion Government next year when 
they bring in the Irish Land Bill, and 
if it be no disgrace for us to support 
them next year in regard to land purchase 
it is certainly no disgrace to us this year 
to support them on the question of 
religious education. We are told, of 
course, that thereby we are alienating the 
Liberal Party. I wish for myself to 
thank all the Liberals to whom I am 
personally known for the kind and 
courteous attitude which they have always 
shown to myself ; but I wish to say that, 
if by voting against religious education | 
could purchase Home Rule, [ would not 
be prepared, even for the liberties of my 
country, to sacrifice the chances of salva- 
tion of the humblest Irish exile child. 
Sir, the Liberal Party are in a position of 
greatdifficulty. They have Lord Rosebery 
on their flank. We have had experience 
of him ; and he is a nice man to go tiger 
hunting with. I would go tiger hunting 
with him as far as the Zoo, but, as the 
lawyers say, “not further or otherwise.” 
He praised this Bill at one time, and when 
he thought he saw the constituencies of 
England going against him he ate his own 
words, as he atethem on Home Rule, and 
determined that this Bill should be fought 
to the death. [Cries of ‘ Question, 
question.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must say the hon. 
Member is getting very wide of the 
question. I allowed him considerable 
latitude ; because I understood he was 
explaining his reasong for giving the vote 
which he proposes to give, but he is now 
going too far. 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY: I appreciate the 
narrowness of the discussion, and I will 
endeavour, Sir, to keep within your ruling. 
However, Ido not desire to detain the 
House. [Cries of “Go on.”] We may be 
told, of course, that in supporting the 
Closure, the Irish Members are setting 
an evil precedent for themselves. But 
the closure has ceased to have any 
terrors for us. You have closured every- 
thing we care about. An hon. Member 
referred earlier in the debate to the 
fact that formerly there was a very 


effective method of Closure—which 
he called, I think, “vocal closure ” 
—bhefore the compartmental method 


had been invented. What is the re- 
sult of the change? We have gained 
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nearly everything for which you tried 
to shout us down, and you have prac- 
tically lost the freedom of your Partia- 
ment. All the measures which from 
1874 to 1884 we used to be shouted down 
for advocating in this House—franchise, 
rent questions, local government ques- 
tions, abolition of grand jury questions 
—in spite of all the shouting down they 
have now found places on the Statute 
Book. Practically the only matter which 
now interests us besides education— 
because the land question is going to be 
settled—and which remains to be settled, 
is the question of Home Rule itselt. 
Therefore, so far as closure of debate is 
concerned, I say it has ceased to have 
any terrors for us, because, whenever 
you want to Closure us, you have no 
hesitation whatever in doing so. I 
am rather surprised that amongst the 
list of precedents given by the Prime 
Minister today he did not mention 
the action of Mr. Stansfield on July 
2nd, 1888. The Government had a 
little Bill affecting Ireland called the 
Ulster Canal Bill. It transferred the 
Treasury charges of protecting the 
Ulster Canal to a Belfast company, and 
a few of us in this House opposed it. 
It was referred to a Select Committee, 
and when it came down on Report we 
put down some Amendments to it. 
Instead of allowing us to discuss the 
Report stage of that measure, which had 
never been debated in the House at all, 
after a long discussion on other private 
Bills, Mr. Stansfield got up and moved— 

‘*That inasmuch as this Bill has been fully 

considered by a Select Committee, this House 
declines to entertain the Amendments, which 
ought to have been brought before the Select 
Committee, and that the Bill be ordered to be 
read a third time.” 
So that with regard to a local, petty 
Irish Bill affecting a canal, this House 
at the instance of a leading Liberal, 
did not hesitate to deprive us of a 
humble opportunity during Private Busi- 
ness to discuss the details and Clauses of 
that measure. 

Now, Sir, is it to be said that we areso 
much concerned in liberty of debate that 
when the Government propose to give us 
an opportunity, for the first time, of giving 
a really effectual vote on a subject on 
which we have seriously set our hearts 
and souls, we are, owing to this bugbear 
of Closure, to withhold our,support from 
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them? Itriedto inquire, before I made up 
my mind on the Closure question, how 
long, according to the ordinary methods 
of procedure, it would occupy if this Bill 
were allowed to continue its normal 
course, and I was informed by a very 
expert Liberal that it would take until 
March next. 


that with the promise to us of an Irish 
Land Bill as the capital measure of next 
session, as this Bill could not be finished 


until March next, and as there would | 


then be necessary a recess between the 
two sessions, so that we could not possibly 
begin the next session before May or 
inde- 


June—that our situation is so 
pendent that we can afford to 
withhold support from the Govern- 


ment that is going to bring forward 
this Land Bill? I am very sorry my- 
self to have to separate myself from 
those — especially my Welsh friends— 
with whom I usually act in this House ; 
but it is perhaps not unworthy of con- 
sideration that it is really by their ingenu- 
ity, to a very great extent, that thepresent 
embarrassing position of affairs in regard 
to this Bill has been brought about. | 
gather that though the religion of 
the Welsh people, owing to the position 
of strength which the Nonconformists 
occupy on the County Councils of 
Wales, is not in the least danger; yet 
so strong is the feeling of affiliation 
hetween Welsh Nonconfermists and 
their English brethren, that they have 
felt bound to give to their Noncon- 
formist brethren in England the support 
which they have manifested throughout 
the months that have passed since the 
introduction of this Bill. If that has 
been their action, ii Welshmen out of their 
consideration for their co-religionists in 
Engiand, have felt bound to take so 
strong a line, they will pardon me if, 
not merely for my own religion, but 
for men of my own race and my own 


blood who have been hunted out of) 


their country, I have ventured to take 


up as strong a position on the other | 
side; and, therefore, will give my sup- | 


port to this Motion when it is put from 
the Chair. 


{COMMONS} 


Is it to be said, looking | 
at it even from asublunary point of view, | 
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| understood that I was to reply upon 
the debate. 1 certainly cannot accept 
that statement of my attitude. I do 
|desire to take a small part in this 
| discussion, but 1 shall not dignify the 
|remarks I have to make with the name 
'of a reply on the debate—all the more 
because, after all, the issue is, as the 
last speech has illustrated, so narrow 
that there is very little to reply to. It 
must be remembered that in this matter 
both the two great Parties have a past. 
We are both tarred with the same 
brush. We have both supported Closure 
of the most drastic kind, and we have 
both opposed Closure, and, accordingly, 
the real principle which is at stake is 
a principle which is generally accepted. 
It is true that my right hon. friend 
the Member for the Sleaford Division 
and the hon. Member for Rushcliffe 
are still among the faithful found, 
They are still prepared to argue that 
any restriction of debate in this House 
is likely to destroy its usefulness and 
efficiency, but they will not deny that 
they stand alone, and that, whatever 
/any of us on either side of the House 
|may have said on previous occasions, 
_we have all been brought by the 
| necessities of the case to a similar con- 
'clusion—namely, that, granted a 
sufficient emergency, closure, and drastic 
closure, may properly be applied; and 
accordingly, when we do bring forward 
a proposal which is undoubtedly a 
drastic closure, although I think myself 
it might be alleged against us that it isa 
little belated and ought to have been 
‘introduced some time ago—I admit it is 
a drastic form of clesure—how is it met 
by the Leader of the Opposiiion ? It is 
met by an Amendment which practically 
is an attempt in terms to anticipate the 
Third Reading of the Education Bill, 
/and I am not in the least surprised that 
the hon. Gentleman who last spoke, in a 
speech which was undoubtedly very in- 
teresting and very weighty, and as to the 
sincerity of which I can assure him 
there is not the slightest doubt on the 
part of any Member of the House, who 
listened to him without discussing, in 
|the abstract or asa matter of theory, 
whether closure is good or bad, argued 


(10.2.) Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Mr, | 2t great length that the Bill from his 
Speaker, in the course of this discussion | point of view was a good Bill, and that, 
one of the sreakers said that it was therefore, he was anxious to do all in his 


Mr. T. M Healy. 
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power to further its passage. We quite | the two Bills must be taken into account, 
understand, too, that right hon. and and that it was very different. In this 
hon. Gentlemen opposite who think the | case the Leader of the Opposition said 
Bill a bad Bill should do everything in | the Leader of the House insisted that 
their power to obstruct it. | there had not been any obstruction. My 
right hon. friend did not say so. What 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: It is admitted that | ™Y right hon. friend said was that he put 
ion hise Tenia: tae dheaeibiion | this upon the merits of a different issue 
, altogether, and that it was quite unneces- 

, ‘sary for him, in the circumstances, even 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not} to consider the question whether there 
using the word, for the moment at any | had been obstruction or not. As far as 
rate, in any sense that can by any possi-. my experience goes, whichever Party is 
bility offend the susceptibilitiesof the hon. in power always asserts that its Bills 
Member for Rusheliffe. I say it is per- are obstructed—and probably they are. 
fectly natural for hon. Gentlemen For my part, I do not sympathise with 
opposite to do everything in their power | the sensitiveness of hon, Gentlemen 
to prevent the Bill from passing into | opposite on this point. I will make 
law. The case, therefore, which we have them a present of the admission that I 
to consider is not, in existing cireum-| have myself obstructed Bills which I 
stances, whether or not closure in itself | thought to be dangerous or obnoxious 
isa thing anathema maranatha, which is | iM one form or another. _As long as the 
to be on all grounds opposed, but it is Rules of this House permit of obstruction, 
rather whether it is properly applicable °° long, in my opinion, both Parties alike 
in the present circumstances to the | will be justified in employing it. Whether 
present Bill, and no doubt our con- W& im. the interests of Parliamentary 
dusions on that point will largely depend discussion, in the interests of the honour 
upon the opinion we have of the merits and dignity of the House, should allow 
of the Bill. But if right hon. or these opportunities, should extend and 


hon. Gentlemen opposite had confined develop them, is another question alto- 
themselves to that, 1 think we might gether. But, so long as they exist, I am 


ilies Ginn Sn, 6 eecndiaikes dihind mae quite certain they will be employed. 
a rer PS Obstruction is a word which, perhaps it 


ago. We might have said: “ We quite i, difficult to define, and certainly in 
appreciate your position. We should no what I am going to say I am not. going 
doubt take up the same position in your ¢ yse the word with any offensive inten- 
place. Butin the House of Commons, tion or in any sense in which I would 
according to all constitutional principles, not be perfectly ready to have it applied 
the majority must rale, and the sooner to myself. I will take a point. I saw in 
we come to a division to see on which 7}¢ “Times newspaper the other day a 
side the majority is the better.” But jetter from the hon. Gentleman the 
right hon. and hon. Gentlemen opposite. Member for South Somerset who sits on 
have not been content with that. They the opposite side of this House. In that 
have sought to distinguish and_ letter he says— 

differentiate. They have sought to| ‘‘Liberal Members have been called tu 
show that, while it was perfectly account by their Whips for not being inattend- 
reasonable and proper, and in accord- ance to oppose the Bill word by word and 
ance with the liberties of debate and_ line by line.” 

all the other principles which we [ should like to know what is his defini- 
all at times attempt to enforce, tion of a policy which involves opposing 
that the Home Rule Bill should a Bill which must have some good qualities, 
be rudely closured when it was dnly which has, as in this case, good qualities 
partly discussed, that that is no reasonat that have been universally admitted, 
all why this Bill should be closured after a word by word and line by line. Whether 
very much longer period has been given to the opposition t this Bill is due to the 
its discussion than was given to the discus- | instructions of the Liberal Whips, of 
sion of the Home Rule Bill. I propose, , course 
therefore, to meet them as briefly as I 

tan upon their own ground. It is said) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
that the character of the opposition to | These words were never used. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: They are 
used. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
By an individual Member. That is his 
interpretation. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Of course, it | 


is open to the Leader of the Opposition 
to repudiate any of his followers. Surely 
it is open to me to quote these words 
quantum valeat as evidence of what has 
been developed in the sight of the whole 
country. I began by saying, when the 
Leader of the Opposition interrupted 


me, that whether these instructions were | 


given by the Whips or not I, of course, 
could have no knowledge other than this 
which appears in this letter, but, whether 
they gave those instructions or not, it is 
certain that that policy has been followed. 
This Bill has been disputed by a very 
small minority of the House of Commons, 
line by line and word by word. I have 
never known, in the whole of my experi- 
ence, so many Amendments put down 
upon any single Bill. The number of 
Amendments to this Bill is, I am certain, 
very much more numerous than the total 
number of Amendments upon the Home 
Rule Bill—lI believe probably double that 
number. Legislation is impossible if you 
smother it by too many Amendments. 
You say that is not obstruction. 
I ask, will you give me a definition which 
will exclude the particular form of op- 
position to which we have been subjected 4 
In the debates upon the closure of the 
Home Rule Bill, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Memberfor West Monmouthshire spoke 
several times, and, | am bound to say, I 
think I agree with almost every word he 


uttered upon that occasion, so far, at any | 


rate, as it was general and did not apply 
to the particular Bill. As I have already 
explained, that Bill was at least as ob- 
noxious to me as this Bill can be to 
hon. Members opposite. He made this 
statement, which has nothing to do with 
any particular Bill. 
course of my observation ”—and the right 
hon. Gentleman is now one of the oldest 
Members of this House, and has almost 
unparalleled experience—“ I have found 
that everything that can be said on a 
Clause can be well said in a day.” In 
the case of this Bill, how many days did 
you occupy on Clause 7, how many days 
did you occupy on Clause 8, how many 
days have you occupied on Clause 12, 
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Again 


He said: “In the | 
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| how many days would you occupy on 
| all the remaining Clauses of the Bill if you 
had thechance ? What do you say after 
| the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
/man the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire, that everything that can be said 
can be well said in a day, what do you 
say of the proceedings of all the subse- 
quent days? Were those proceedings 
obstructive? and if they were not ob- 
| structive, do, for goodness sake, tell us 
what description you would give of 
them. I make the comparison with the 
Home Rule Bill. You say that you have 
not been guilty of obstruction. I do not 
know. I should not, however, use the 
word guilty. The charge was not made 
against us by any responsible person 
that we obstructed the Home Rule Bill. 
Mr. Gladstone never made that charge 
in moving the Closure, and I am bound 
to say myself, I donot think it could 
have been justified. 1! do not remember, 
in the whole of my experience in the 
House, any lengthened debate in which 
there was so little repetition, not because 
—I am not going to take credit for any 
virtue I do not possess—we were not 
capable of repeating ourselves, if we had 
thought that would have advanced our 
purpose, but because the Bill gave us 
so many distinct opportunities that it 
really was not necessary to carry our 
opposition to that extent. 

The right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the Opposition went on to say that in 
his recollection never had an Opposition 
more single-mindedly endeavoured to 
improve a Bill, and then—I think very 
‘unnecessarily—he heard me smile. I 
admit that I am of a cheerful disposi- 
‘tion; I daresay I do smile when some 
'thing amuses me. But that should not 

be made a charge across the Table. I 
| will tell the right hon. Gentleman that 
| what caused me to smile was his use of 
the word“single-minded.” I should have 
| said that in my experience there never 
| was a less single-minded Opposition. I 
/am not referring to anything outside 
| this Bill, but upon this Bill what has 
| happened? I do not, of course, count 
|the Irish Members among the Opposi- 
| tion. The British Opposition consists, 
|1 think, of 187 Members. 1 believe 
|that in a very large proportion of the 
| divisions, less than 100 Members have 


| voted with the ‘Opposition. That we 
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know as a matter of common knowledge, | the Home Rule debates it was our object 


but bevond that we are aware of the fact 
that some very important and influential] 
members of the Opposition—probably a 
good many of the rank and file—do not 
share the views of the Leader of the 
Opposition with reference to this measure. 
[An Hon. Member: How many ?] With 
regard to that [ cannot say. In order 
that | may tell you that, the Leader of the 
Opposition must be good enough to 
produce those secret records of the 
Whips to which reference has been made 
atan earlier period of the evening. It does 
not matter. You cannot get over the 
facts. Out of a total number on your 
side of, I think, 187, you can only bring 
up 100 to vote on ordinary divisions. 
[An Hon. Member: What is your 
majority ¢] 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
What proportion of the Government 
supporters have voted ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I will be 
happy to give the right hon. Gentleman 
full information, and I need not even 
expose the secrets of our Whips in doing 
so. I will simply say that the Govern- 
ment have brought into the Lobby on all 


occasions, or almost on all occasions, | 


enough of their followers to give them a 
majority of almost two to one. [Cries of 
“More, more.’’] I am told that I have 
understated my case. I ought to have 
said on an average three to one. But I 
will not go on with that. I wish to refer 
to something that is more important ; this 
parenthesis is entirely due to the interven- 
tion of the Leader of the Opposition. The 
interruption had for its object to show 
that the Party that he leads had a single 
mind to endeavour to improve the Bill. 
Does he really expect us to believe that 
statement ? Of course he does—I am sure 
he does. But I think he is too credulous. 
Ido not think that those who have been 


most strenuous in opposition to the Bill | 


will say that. I will not venture to 
challenge the Member for the Carnarvon 
Boroughs, who has taken a very pro- 
minent part in these debates, whether his 


object has not been to destroy the Bill. I | 


do not blame him a bit, but I say that 
the general object of the Amendments 
which have been advocated with so much 
iteration has been to destroy the Bill. 
The right hon. Gentleman says that in 


“not ashamed of it. 


to destroy that Bill, whilst their object is 
not to destroy this Bill, but to improve 
it. I admit that our object was to destroy 
that Bill, and not to improve it, and I am 
It is the object of 
those who have taken a leading part in 
this business to destroy the Bill, and it is 
the object of the Leader of the Opposition 
to destroy the Government. Remember, 
I do not blame him, but why should he 
be ashamed of it? Again and again the 
issue which he and his friends have raised 
upon this Bill and upon which I, for one, 
would only be too happy, if other avoca- 
tions permitted it, to go to the country, 
was this: whether or not, when the Govern- 
ment undertook the duty of introducing 


| the Education Bill—with the object, as 


they stated, to improve education, to 
develop secondary education and co- 
ordinating education—they were bound, at 
the same time, to destroy the compromise 
of 1870, and secure advantages for the 
denominational schools. On that point 


| we take one view and our opponents take 


another. We are closuring the debate 
because we take our view, and they are 
opposing us because they hold a different 
view. The right hon. Gentleman went 
on to say that the Closure on this occasion 
apparently was out of place because the 
Government had accepted many Amend- 
ments, and the hon. Member for the 
Rushcliffe Division said that the accept- 
ance of these Amendments justified the 
continuance of this discussion. Just let 
us look impartially at what this very 
dangerous doctrine means. We are told 
that if we give way to Amendments we 
justify further discussion, even to the 
utmost limits. If, on the contrary, we 
say “ We shall have the Bill as it stands,” 
then we shall be accused of still more 
serious crimes. I confess, as a member 
of the Government—and I should say the 
same if I were in opposition—that I would 
prefer to be hanged for the first offence than 
be executed for the second. I do not 
think it is a wise course for an opponent 
to taunt the Government with having 
accepted Amendments. But, Sir, what 
are those Amendments? Are they im- 
portant in the eyes of the Members oppo- 
site or are they not important? If they 
are important, as I think they are, why 
does not their opposition relax? Why 
do they continue to be as hostile now as 
they were before these important Amend- 
ments were accepted ! 
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improve the remaining Clauses. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : They want 
to improve the remaining Clauses! I am 
glad to have that ingenuous confession. 
As regards the Clauses that are passed 
there is nothing to say. I understand 
that as far as those Clauses are concerned, 
the hon. Gentleman is entirely satisfied. 
Still he recognises the great concessions 
that he has wrung from the reluctant 
Prime Minister. 
Clauses, which we think contain nothing 
of importance compared with those which 
have been the subject of discussion, which 
he thinks it will be impossible to sufficiently 
discuss in the short time at our disposal. 

Sut now, Sir, again I go back to my 
parallel. You say that the fact that we 
have altered the Bill under the pressure 
of discussion justifies you in opposing the 
Closure now. What happened about the 
Home Rule Bill? Did we alter that Bill ? 
Why, Sir, we absolutely reversed the 
principle on which it was based : in the 
course of our discussion we absolutely 
changed the whole foundation of the 
Bill with regard to the representation of 
Ireland at Westminster. We altered the 
whole character of the Bill, and yet we 
were Closured after only a few Clauses 
had been discussed. I am not complain- 
ing of our being closured then, but I put 
it to the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
—How, after that example, can he, who 
supported the closure then, have the face 
to say that he justifies his opposition to 
closure now because, forsooth, we have 
given him certain Amendments, most of 
which were proposed on this side of the 
House, and which were most readily ac- 
cepted by the Government, not to alter 
the principle of the Bill, but to make the 
principle and intention of the Bill more 
clear ! 

Then I come to another question 
upon which hon. Gentlemen opposite 
have dwelt with great satisfaction. It 
appears that we have no mandate to deal 
with education. I was glad to find that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition, and even, I think, the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon Boroughs, 
guarded themselves a little as to this. 
I cannot conceive any more unconsti- 
tutional doctrine than to say that Mem- 
bers of this House, elected for the sta- 
tutory period of its existence, or such 
lesser period as circumstances may render 
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Mr. JOHN ELLIS: We want to) 
| as circumstances may render necessary— 
/an adverse vote tonight, for instance. | 


It is only these other 
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necessary.—[OPPOSITION laughter|—yes, 


say I cannot understand that any consti- 


| tutionalist should say gentlemen elected 


under these conditions should be debarred 
during the term of their representation 
from dealing with any subject that was 
brought before them. That, at all events, 
is the principle upon which I have sup. 
posed that the House of Commons should 
always act, and to deny it in any way—I 


do not say the right hon. Gentleman, but 


some hon. Members in this debate have 
denied it—would be to turn every repre- 
sentative in this House into a mere 
delegate, and to destroy altogether the 
honourable character of our representa- 
tion. Sir, the right hon. Gentleman 
went further. He quoted me. I really 
cannot say how grateful I am to the right 
hon. Gentleman and to others, and how 
much I appreciate the honour they do 
me in always raking up my speeches and 
in finding paragraphs to suit their im- 
mediate purpose. He took a part in 
that election, I believe, and had an 
opportunity of putting his case as 
against mine; and if he thought I 
restricted the main issue too much 
he had every opportunity of widening 
it, and, I believe, endeavoured to do 
so. But I made, in the course of that 
election, some twenty speeches within 
two or three weeks, and in different 
speeches | devoted myself to different 
branches of my subject. And, as a 
matter of common fairness, I might ask 
him to take the whole as representing 
my views, and not a single paragraph. 
The point he makes is that in talking 
to the miners, who, I am sorry to say, 
were not influenced by my oratory, 
because they returned a Member who 
is a follower of the right hon. Gentleman 

but in speaking to them I pointed out 
that many of their fellows in other 
districts had evidently changed their 
minds, and had done so because in 
their minds the main issue at the time 
yas the settlement aiter the War. I am 
not certain that that is not the main 
issue now. But in other speeches | 
spoke of a great number of social 
reforms with which I expected and 
hoped the Government would have to 
deal, and with many of them the Govern- 


ment have since dealt. In any case it 
is perfectly absurd, as I will show, for 
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the right hon. Gentleman—he did not 
do it at the time—as an afterthought, 
now to complain that we have no right 
to deal with education, because I, who 
was not the Prime Minister, but, speak- 
ing in my individual capacity, in a single 
speech out of twenty, said that the 
principal issue was the War. I say the 
right hon. Gentleman is the very last 
man to talk about mandates, and 
pretend that we have not a right to 
deal with the education question. Sir, 
we had this election, and we know 
what the result was. We came back 
here, and we presented to the House 
a King’s Speech. And the first speech 
which the right hon. Gentleman made 
after the election was upon this King’s 
Speech. And what did he say in the 
course of his remarks? He said :— 
“Then we are told that there is to be a 
measure for dealing with the law of education, 
and again there is the same charming vagueness. 
For myself, 1 am one who holds that we shall 
not fulfil the destiny of the nation, nor, indeed, 
shall we be able to maintain our position among 
the nations until a new spirit is breathed, not 
oly into our system of education—primary 
education, secondary education, University 
education, technical, general, literary, and 
wientitic education, but, what is more 
important, until a new spirit is breathed into 
the public sentiment regarding education. 
That being my feeling, I hope that this will 
be a large and sweeping measure, and the 
more drastic and progressive the changes it 
makes the more hearty support I shall give 
Now, Sir, is it not going almost beyond 
the common limits of Parliamentary 
debate for the right hon. Gentleman, 
who spoke in that way immediately 
after the election, now, years afterwards, 








to say that we have no mandate? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
That is just what I did not say. The 
tight hon. Gentleman has said I did not 
ay it. I have never said that you have 
no inandate, or no right to introduce an 
Education Bill. What I said was that 
the fact that at the election the majority 
was obtained exclusively upon the War 
was an important factor to bear in mind 
when we considered what the opinion of 
the country was on the subject. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not) 
think that was exactly what the right | 
hon. Gentleman said, but I will not 
‘ontest his statement. But again I 
make a comparison. They say we! 
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| fought in the last election upon the War; 
and that since then we have introduced 
other subjects. What did they fight 
upon in 1892? One hon. Gentleman—I 
forget who it was—quoted a passage 
from my right hon. friend the Prime 
Minister to the effect that that Parlia- 
ment was essentially a Home Rule 
Parliament ; and he seemed to think 
that the election of 1892 was fought in 
the country upon Home Rule. Nothing 
of the kind. The election of 1892 was 
fought, as we all know, upon the New- 
castle programme, and the beauty of the 
Newcastle programme was that you could 
take any part you liked, and leave any 
part you liked. And accordingly every 
candidate chose that part of the New- 
castle programme on which to fight 
which he thought was most suitable 
to his constituency. Consequently, in 
one part of the country you had a man 
fighting the election upon Local Option, 
another, in another part of the country, 
upon Welsh Disestablishment, and 
another on an Employers’ Liability Bill. 
And there was no one, except the Irish 
Members, or Members who, like my 
right hon. friend the Member for the 
Montrose Burghs, took a very strong 
and special interest in Ireland, who 
made Home Rule any point in their 
speeches. Mr. Gladstone himself did 
not do so. I must explain what I mean 
by that. I do not mean that Mr. 
Gladstone did not refer to the great 
necessity of a delegation of power, the 
necessity for what he called Home Rule, 
but we challenged him again and again at 
that election in the most definite terms 
to say what he meant by Home Rule. 
We went much beyond that. We put 
before him at meeting after meeting two 
or three questions, especially as to what he 
intended to do with regard to the repre- 
sentation of the Irish in Parliament, 
and with regard tothe financial relations 
between the two countries, and he 
reiused to give us any information on 
either of those two important points. 
So that when we came into Parliament, 
I do not know whether any of his 


‘friends knew, but certainly as far as 


the Opposition were concerned, we had 
not the remotest idea what kind of a Bill 


he was going to introduce, how far it 
'would approach what has sometimes 


been called the policy of national councils, 
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or how far it would bea drastic measure 
such as he ultimately did introduce. 
Therefore, I say, there is less reason for 
supposing that the country gave any 
mandate in that case than there is in the 
ease to which the right hon. Gentleman 
referred. But, says the right hon. Gentle- 
man, ‘‘ The country gave you no man- 
date.” Wedo not know that until the 
country isappealedto. Butin the case of 
Mr. Gladstone and the Home Rule Bill we 
did know. We maintained throughout 
those discussions what the Opposition 
are maintaining now. We maintained 
that if you had a majority, a very small 
one, in this House, you had no majority 
in the country. There was no doubt 
about the accuracy of our prophecy. The 
accuracy of your prophecy is still to be 
fulfilled, and when I remember what 
hon. Gentlemen on those Benches said 
beforethe last general election—an elec- 
tion which somebody said tonight was 
sprung upon them, when, as a matter 
of fact, there was hardly a speaker upon 
any question who did not challenge us 
to go to the country—that if our 
majority was not entirely destroyed, at 
all events it would be reduced to the 
lowest limits, I confess I am not in the 
slightest degree alarmed at any pre- 
dictions they make now. 





Then we are told that we have to con- 
sider the nature of the Bill. Yes, Sir. 
In the speeches which I made, and from 
which only a few quotations have been 
taken—I appeal to any one who is in- 
terested in the subject of obstruction in 
Parliament to read the whole of them 
—my contention was that when you 
were dealing with a great constitutional 
question you must proceed with greater 
caution than in any other case. Do 
hon. Members opposite pretend that 
this Bill compares in importance with 
a Bill which would have entirely 
altered the Constitution of the United 
Kingdom? Of course they may hold 
that opinion, but I cannot understand 
it. And I will say another thing. 
Suppose Home Rule had been carried, 
you would then have taken an irre- 
vocable decision. No one can deny that 
if Home Rule were a sort of thing that 
you could try as an experiment, it would 


have a great many more supporters | 


than it has at present. The one thing 
which weighed deeply on my mind, and, 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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I believe, on the minds of the most 
consistent supporters of Home Rule, was 
that it was a step which was full of 
danger, and which, if once taken, could 
never be withdrawn. As to this Bill, 
what have you been saying? You have 
been saying that when you come into 
power, which you will do, I suppose, some 
time or another in this or the next gene- 
ration, you will revoke all we have done. 
And no doubt if you are in a majority 
you will have the power to do so, and, 
therefore, a mistake now, if it is a mistake 
that we are making, is nothing like so 
serious as a mistake in the case of the 
Home Rule Bill. I contend, therefore, 
that the whole weight of argument is in 
favour of giving a fuller discussion to a 
Home Rule Bill than you would give te 
any Bill affecting domestic legislation. 

I have already referred to what has been 
said about the feeling of the country. 
In connection with this, the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon Boroughs has introduced 
an entirely new idea which, to my mind, 
is extremely interesting. He says the 
reason for this Closure, which he describes 
as sudden and unexpected, is that we are 
afraid of a split in our Paxty,and he gaveas 
evidence of this approaching convulsion a 
certain meeting in Birmingham and certain 
language which he quoted. I do not 
wish to say much about the meeting at 
Birmingham except this—that, if it was 
satisfactory to hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
I do assure them from the bottom of my 
heart that it was equally gratifying and 
satisfactory to me. And I am told—I 
do not know it as a fact—that in Bir- 
mingham, where this great revolution, 
rebellion, mutiny, revolt, as it has been 
described by some of the Opposition 
papers, has taken place, I am skortly to 


receive from my friends and _fellow- 
citizens a very exceptional welcome. 
[OpposiTION cries of “Oh.”] Do you 


object to that? [OPPOSITION cries of 
“Non-political,” and An Hon. MeMper: 
“That is not generous.”] Ido not want 
to be ungenerous. In what way is what 
I say ungenerous ? 


Mr. TOULMIN (Lancashire, Bury) : I 
said it was ungenerous, and I thought it 
was ungenerous, when the Liberals of 
Birmingham who are joining in this 
banquet have been given to understand 
that it is to be non-political, that you 
should introduce it here. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
include the Liberals of Birmingham in 
what I am going to say, but what I have 
to say is that, as regards the Liberal 
Unionists and the Conservatives, who 
are the only people in regard to whom 
you profess to believe that there is revolt 
and dissatisfaction, 1 speak with confi- 
dence, and I know that I have not lost 
their support. That is my point. The 
idea that because ina great Party, on a 
complicated Bill, certain differences of 
opinion have arisen, and that we have, 
as we always do, in accordance with our 
usual practice, discussed them in a 
friendly manner—the idea that that is 
the commencement of a revolt or mutiny, 
or that even those who take a different 
view from me about that Bill are any 
more likely to join the Radical Party 
than they were before, is utterly absurd 
to anyone who knows the political life of 
Birmingham. 

But the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
Boroughs also finds a reason for our fear 
in the language which he quoted— 
language, as far as I followed him, of 
personal abuse against the Government, 
and against, I think, he said, the Bishop 
of Truro. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I quoted the 


Church Times. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I under- 
stand the point of the hon. Gentleman 
is that, because the Church Times—I do 
not know whether the Church Times is 
ordinarily a supporter of the Govern- 
ment—-| Operosition cries of “ Yes,” and 
some MINISTERIAL cries of ‘* No” |—uses 
strong language, I think too strong 
language, with regard to our imbecility 
and other faults, we have been frightened 
into fits, and have therefore proposed 
the closuring of this debate. The hon. 
Member introduced there a most striking 
and interesting theory. He said that 
these personalities were connected, he 
thought, with dogmatic instruction. 
That leads up to a very interesting 
problem. What I am led to believe is, 
that if any man uses scurrilous language 
towards me, if he attacks my character 
when he should only attack my political 
opinions, he must have been brought up 
in a denominational school. I have a 


conclusive argument against the theory 
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of the hon. Member. The hon. Member, 
according to ‘“Dod’s Parliamentary 
Companion,” was brought up in a 
Church school. How, in these circum- 
stances, can he explain the moderation 
and the courtesy of his language and the 
entire absence of any personality? The 
theory is ingenious, but I cannot think 
it will be generally accepted. 

After all, the Leader of the Opposition 
did make one statement which was not 
a comparison, but a positive statement. 
He said—although I think it was a little 
inconsistent both with his own action on 
a similar occasion, and with the rest of 
his speech—that this Motion takes away 
power from the House of Commons. If 
{ thought that, I should certainly oppose 
it, but, in my opinion, it adds to the 
power of the House of Commons, and 
without some such Motion the House of 
Commons is reduced to a position of 
impotence. I again refer to the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite. On a previous 
occasion the right hon. Member for West 
Monmouth said— 

‘The only question in this matter is, has 

there been a reasonable time given, in the 
opinion of reasonable men, for the discussion of 
this Bill? In my opinion everything else in 
this debate is beside the question.” 
The right hon. Gentleman thought that 
twenty-eight days in Committee was a 
reasonable time for the Home Rule Bill. 
Surely, thirty-eight days in Committee is 
a reasonable time, in the opinion of 
reasonable men, for the discussion of an 
Education Bill. Then the right hon. 
Gentleman went on— 

‘Is the House of Commons te be reduced 
to such impotence that a minority can so 
conduct their Opposition that no first-rate 
measure, if they choose to refuse it, be allowed 
to pass through the House of Commons in a 
single session ? That is practically the 
question.” 

Yes, Sir, my right hon. friend, in his open- 
ing speech, pointed out—what cannot be 
denied — that the time taken, and to be 
taken, on this Bill will fill up every hour 
of a whole ordinary session of Parliament. 
If the Government of the day, with a Bill 
of this kind in hand, were to give up 
every moment of its time and not 
introduce any other measure of any kind, 
the whole time of an ordinary session 
would be taken up, even with the Closure ; 
but with the time which we are about to 
give to this Bill it would be utterly in- 
adequate—it would extend over more than 
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an ordinary session. I speak to both | 
Parties, and although I do not expect 
Members opposite to support the closuring 
of this particular Bill, I ask them on the 
general question, do they think that that 
state of things can go on? I remember 
years ago I wrote an article in a news- 
paper, in which [ said : 

“Suppose on a given Bill there are 500 

Amendments. Suppose the Opposition which 
I assumed to be 300 in number, spoke each only 
five minutes on each Amendment ; in that case 
not only would they take up the ordinary time 
of a whole session, including the time for 
Supply, but a great deal more.” 
[“ Oh !”] This, of course, is given as an ex- 
treme illustration, but do not be too hasty 
to catch meup. Take another illustration. 
Suppose instead of 300 Members speaking 
each for five minutes you would have 
fifty Members speaking each for half an 
hour, and in this debate there are many 
Members who have spoken on compara- 
tively unimportant Amendments for a 
great deal more than half an hour. [{“ No, 
no.”]| What I have to insist upon is 
that, if either Party chooses, in existing 
circumstances, they can, without the 
Closure, carry on any single Bill through- 
out the whole session. It is entirely a 
question of taste whether at a given time 
the Opposition will exercise its power or 
not. Is that a right position for the 
House of Commons to be placed in ? 

I will now read my last quotation, 
and it is a quotation from the greatest 
Parliamentarian that this age, or, I be- 
lieve, any age, has known. This is Mr. 
Gladstone, who in the course of the same 
debate said : 

“There is besides this great question 
another and still greater question which lies at 
the very base, the root of our whole Parlia- 
mentarian system—the question whether the 
majority shall prevail. If the majority is not 
to prevail, our institutions instead of being the 
glory of the land will become a mockery and 
imposture.” 


Surely we all echo that statement of 
Mr. Gladstone’s. We are a great de- 
mocracy. Democracy means, of course, 
the power of the people ; that, again, has 
to be interpreted as the power of the ma- 
jority of the people for the time being. 
In an uncivilised condition of things the 
majority make a speedy end of the 
minority, and there is no more heard of 
them. In a civilised system we intro- 


duce representative institutions in order 

that the majority may be represented 

in Parliament, and that there | 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


they 
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may have the power by their vote to 
decide that which they might have de. 
cided by brute force. We substitute the 
vote for brute force. That is the whole 
object and intention of Parliamentary 
institutions, and I say that we are 
frustrating that intention and that 
object of our Parliamentary institutions, 
and we are bringing them to naught 
if we do not allow the majority to 
prevail. I will make the admission with 
some regret as to the Closure in 1892, 
because we are obliged to deal with a 
particular instance instead of dealing 
with the subject as a whole. We believe 
that we shall never really restore the 
efficiency of Parliament unti! we have 
found some way by a general statute not 
applicable to a particular Party or a 
particular Bill, by which discussion may 
be brought to an end within a_ period 
which will be thought to be reasonable 
by reasonable men. For that purpose | 
have recommended a Parliamentary 
Committee—I should not object to see 


‘the Opposition in a majority on it—to 


which all Bills might, if necessary, be 
referred, in order that some period for 
reasonable discussion -hould be fixed. 
I regret that this measure does not go 
far enough in the urgency of the case; 
but, not entertaining in regard to this 
Bill the objections which no doubt are 
honestly entertained by hon. Members 
opposite, I certainly give my vote with- 
out the slightest hesitation in favour of 
the Closure after this lengthened discus. 
sion, and I say that, if we were to have 
permitted it to go on any longer, we 
should, in Mr. Gladstone’s words, have 
made the House of Commons and our 
Parliamentary institutions, which, after 
all, whatever our political opinion may 
be, weall unite in venerating, a mockery 
and an imposture. 


*(11.3.) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): I 
think, Sir, that the House cannot help 
contrasting the tone of the speech in 
which the Prime Minister introduced 
this Motion, with some parts, at any 
rate, of that to which we have just 
listened. I earnestly hope—and I think 
it is a hope which will be shared by the 
great majority of the House without 
distinction of Party—that the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down will 
at any rate regret in calmer moments 
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that he should have referred to a fare- 
well demonstration [“Oh”] which is 
about to be given[Cries of “ Withdraw,”’ 
and some interruption] by men of all 
shades and sections of political opinion— 
{Renewed interruption. | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has said nothing out 
of order. 


*Mr. ASQUITH (continuing): A de- 
monstration which, I venture to say, is a 
tribute, and a splendid tribute, to the 
catholic and generous spirit in which 
public life in this country is conducted— 
as though it had any relevancy whatsoever 
to the question before us. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am sure 
the right hon. Gentleman would not wish 
todo me an injustice, and I really think 
his observation, although it might have 
been made before my explanation, is not 
fair after it. I did not complain of the 
interruption, which indicated to me that 
my remark might be interpreted as 
implying an assumption on my part that 
those Liberals who propose to attend the 
projected demonstration were in accord 
with my policy. That certainly was not 
uy intention, and I immediately withdrew 
it Perhaps I need not have referred 
to the demonstration at all, but it was 
very much in my mind as the latest 
exhibition of the friendliness of my 
fellow-citizens ; and what I meant to say 
was that the friendliness which has so 
continually been accorded to me by my 
own people in Birmingham is a proof that 
at all events what is called the revolt has 
not got gone very far. 


*Mr. ASQUITH: My point is that the 
demonstration ought not to have been 
made use of in the present connection, 


ad that attendance at it ought 
uot to be treated as having any 
political significance whatsoever. How- 


ever, I pass to the general policy of the 
Motion before the House. 1 quite admit 
that all of us who sit upon these Front 
Benches are tarred with the same brush 
inthis matter ; we have all been parties 
in our time to proposing and opposing 
Motions of this kind. But the right hon. 
Gentleman has enunciated what appeared 
tome to be a very crude Parliamentary 
principle in regard to this matter. 
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principle, as I understand it, is this: If 
you think a Bill is bad you may ob- 
struct it ; if good, you may closure it ; and 
therefore the question whether or not 
the closure should in any given state of 
circumstances be applied depends, not 
upon the history of the Bill, not on the 
character of the opposition given to it, 
but upon whether or not the majority 
of the House think it to be a good Bill 
or a bad Bill. Mr. Gladstone said, and 
very justly, that the majority must pre- 
vail. So it must, but still an equally 
important thing is the manner and the 
spirit in which the majority should pre- 
vail. I venture to say—and this is the 
proposition I shall endeavour to de- 
monstrate to the House—that, whether 
you look at this Motion from the point of 
view of Parliamentary precedent or of the 
special circumstances of this particular 
matter, the case for it is too slender to be 
eked out, even, as we have just now seen, 
by the great rhetorical ingenuity of the 
right hon. Gentleman. 





Let me for one moment refer to the 
precedents upon which both the Prime 
Minister and the Colonial Secretary relied. 
They are four in number. In 1887 there 
was the Crimes Act. There are many of 
us who opposed that Bill at the time 
with all the resistance in our power, and 
we opposed the Closure upon it. That 
Closure was proposed and was granted by 
Parliament upon one simpie ground— 
salus populi suprema ler. The condition 
of Ireland was supposed to be such at 
the time that unless Parliament promptly 
placed in the hand of the Executive the 
exceptional powers proposed by the Bill, 
the maintenance of law and order and 
social peace could not be secured. No 
such case is attempted to be made for the 
present Bill. Then there is the precedent 
of 1888. In that year the closure was 
applied in the most drastic and summary 
fashion on the Bill for establishing what 
is called the Parnell Commission. Many 
of us on this side thought that a very 
high-handed and impolitic measure ; but 
there, again, a specific and temporary 
emergency was being dealt with. The 
object of the Bill was to call into exist- 
ence a temporary tribunal, with limited 
powers, for the particular purpose of 
inquiring into the truth or falsehood of 


_ certain accusations brought against Mem- 


bers of this House in a publication that 
But whether the 
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closure of that Bill was wise or unwise, 
it forms no precedent whatever for the 
closure of the Education Bill. 

Then we come to the cases which have 
been much more elaborated--those of the 
Home Rule Bill of 1893, and the Evicted 
Tenants Bill of 1894. Both were pro- 
ceedings to which I, in common with 
many of my right hon. friends, was a 
party. The right hon. Gentleman just 
now relied very much upon the precedent 
of the Home Rule Bill. But is it a pre- 
cedent at all? In the first place, the 
Parliament of 1892, whatever the right 
hon. Gentleman may say about the 
Newcastle programme, was elected specifi- 
cally and expressly to deal with the 


question of Home Rule; and whether | 


or not the Members of the majority 
swore allegiance to one or other of 


the items in that programme, I venture | 


to say there was not a single Member on 
the Government side of the House at the 
time who had not pledged himself, not 
only to vote for Home Rule, but to make 
the support of Home Rule the very first 
of his Parliamentary duties. But that is 
not all. The right hon. Gentleman told 
us that many of the details of ihe Home 
Rule Bill actually presented to Parlia- 
ment had not been before the constitu- 
encies. That is perfectly true. But 
I venture to say, and everyone who took 
part in those debates will bear me out, 
that there was nota single one of the great 
leading problems connected with Home 
Rule which had not been ventilated, 
controverted, debated, and examined over 
and over again, upon every platform 
and in every newspaper of the country 
during a period of at least seven years. 
Then, as to the Amendments to the 
Home Rule Bill—a large number of 
which were undoubtedly excluded by the 
application of the Closure—their object 
for the most part was, not to increase the 
efficiency of the measure, but avowedly 
and ostensibly to make it absurd, un- 
workable, and self-destructive. 

The remaining precedent is the closur- 
ing of the Evicted Tenants Bill of 1894. 
What have we to say to that? ‘That 
was a purely temporary measure to deal 
with a particular emergency. My right 
hon. friend who was then Chief Secretary 
for Ireland will bear me out, I think, 
when I say that it dealt with a sum of 
£100,000 or £200,000 of public money. 
In the opinion of the Irish Executive of 
Mr. Asquith. 
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the time it wasa measure, the passing of 

| which was absolutely essential to the 
maintenance of order in Ireland. It is 
ridiculous to say that that is any prece- 
dent for the present proposal. And here 
let me point out that in both of the cases 
in which closure by compartments was 
resorted to by a Liberal Government the 
House of Lords made very short shrift of 
the Bills. Have we any such prospect 
in this case? Why, Sir, I venture to 
say that when this Motion is carried, 
when this Bill is passed, if it is to be 
passed, the country will begin to realise 
that the most revolutionary thing it can 
do is to entrust a Conservative Govern- 
ment with a Parliamentary majority. 
For what happens? This Bill, which, as 
I shall show in a moment, was never pre- 
sented to the country or considered by 
the country, or even dreamt of by serious 
politicians at the time of the General 
Election, is introduced into this House, 
and is then closured by compartments 
with the certainty that it will slide 
quietly and rapidly on_ well-oiled self- 
acting castors along the floor of the 
Second Chamber. 

But there is more than that to be 
said. If this Motion is adopted—and 
I construe the latter portion of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s remarks in that 
sense—it will be a precedent for the 
permanent incorporation of this pro- 
cedure of closure by compartments in 
our Parliamentary practice. If that 
procedure can be applied to this Bill, I 
do not hesitate to say that it can be 
applied to any Bill of which the imagina- 
tion of man can conceive. What have 
you got here? You have got what is 
admitted by the right hon. Gentleman 
and his colleagues to be a large and 
sweeping change not only in our educa 
tional but in our administrative system. 
Is it a change—and here I come to close 
quarters with the right hon. Gentleman— 
for which the country was prepared! | 
do not rely upon a single phrase ina 
single speech of the Colonial Secretary, 
but let me remind the House of what was 
said by a great and perfectly impartial 
authority not mixed up with the tumult 
and dust of our Parliamentary conflicts 
What was said by the head of the English 
Church, the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
only five years ago? The Archbishop a 
Canterbury at that time warned the 
Church not to place themseives on what 
he called the slippery incline of rate aid. 
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He has now told us, ina recent authorized ) majority for five or, it may be, seven 
commentary upon that text, that he never | years to come, and you may rely up- 
dreamed at that moment, or, I suppose,|on that Government to open for you 
for a considerable time afterwards, that | the fertilising sluices of the rate-fed 
any responsible Government in this | reservoir.” No, Sir, it was because the 
country would propose to support denom-| right hon. Gentleman, in common 
inational schools out of the rates while | with his supporters, and, I venture to 
retaining their control in the hands of the | say the great mass of electors in this 
Church. I will venture to refer to| country, had at that time no con- 
another authority—the Prime Minister | ception that any such scheme as this 
himself. Iam not going to refer to an | could possibly obtain Parliamentary sanc- 
election address or to election speeches, | tion and support, that he used the language 
but to what I think is still more relevant to which I have referred. 
to the purpose—a speech made by | 
him after the election was over on| But the right hon. Gentleman has 
November 10th, 1900, in Christ Church | referred, as further justification for this 
schoolroom, Manchester. The election Motion, to the Amendments which have 
was now over. The country knew | been moved. I must confess that upon 
perfectly well whom they had been vot-| this matter I prefer the testimony of the 
ing for and what they had been voting| Prime Minister, who has been present 
for, and this is the advice which the throughout the debate, and who has 
Prime Minister then gave to the managers | acquitted the Opposition throughout all 
of voluntary schools in his own constitu-| these long discussions of anything in the 
ency. He said— |nature of obstruction, to that of the 
“They had two great Church schools in a | right hon. Gentleman whom other duties 
high state of efficiency, but, as everybody knew —I donot blame him for it—have with- 
who had .followed educational controversy in| drawn from personal participation in 
England, there was no greater difficulty in the these debates. But not only have the 


way of these schools which were not supported 
out of the rates than the difficulty involved in 
keeping pace with the ever-growing require- 
ments of modern education. They believed, 
as he believed, in the great national necessity 
of mainta:ning the voluntary schools. They 
held that this necessity involved a correspona- 
ing effort on the part of those who supported 
the schools.” 


| Amendments not been obstructive, but, 
'as the Bill in its present form shows, 
'they have been in the highest degree 
| fruitful and remunerative. My hon. 


|friend the Member for Elland at an 


earlier stage of the evening pointed out 
| that by Amendments to the 12 Clauses 





What has become of the corresponding | Which had been discussed no less than 
effort ? | 120 lines have been added. I will take 
“They had, of course, lafge support from | two Games by way of actention ; ane 
Roce. Ser sources, but ther had not the | here let ner remark first ” reference to 
advantage which ,the neighbouring Board | what the right hon. Gentleman has just 
Schools had of being able to put their hands | said, that it is not a question of the 
into the generous pockets of the ratepayers to | number of days that you take over a 
carry out their duty. Clause which determines the question 
That was perfectly true ; but is that the whether or not it has been properly 
language of a statesman who had in his| debated; the criterion is the extent, 
pocket, or in his pigeon-hole, or at the | character, and value of the Amendments 
back of his mind, a scheme for giving|and additions made. If we are to 
rate aid to denominational schools?| go by the number of days, I might 
What would the right hon. Gentleman | remind the right hon. Gentleman, and 
have said if he had had any such! some of those who sit behind him, of 
scheme, or had thought that the! what took place in the autumn of 1893, 
electors when they supported him had| when we were discussing what was 
contemplated any such scheme as/ described by all Parties as a purely 
possible? . He would have used very | non-controversial measure—the Parish 
different language. He would have said, Councils Bill. In that Bill, over 
“Endure for a little time the intolerable Clause 13, the Opposition occupied 
strain. The streaks of dawn are in the | six days, and over Clause i9 no less 
horizon. , There is a good time coming. than seven days, and no one has ever 
There is a¢<¢overnment installed in power suggested that either of those Clauses 
to which you have given a Parliamentary | contained anything, either expressly 
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or by inference one-tenth part 


{COMMONS} 


as | 


Bill. 


Clauses which have been so largely trans- 


controversial as heaps of the points | formed by their authors? There is no 
which bristle in almost every one of the | case whatsoever made out for the Closure 


Clauses of this Bill. But, leaving that | 


of the discussion of those Clauses’; and I 


aside, let me remind the House simply | will add this—which, from the point of 
of what has overtaken two of the Clauses | view both of the efficiency and dignity of 


of the present Bill. First of all, the 


the House, is not an unimportant con- 


second Clause, a very important one, | sideration—that if you wish to make this 


which deals with higher education, 
when the Bill was introduced was purely 
permissive both as regards the adoption 
of the powers and as regards the ex- 
penditureof the whisky money supplied 
by the State asthe Parliamentary con- 
tribution for higher education. That 
Clause occupied nearly a week in 
discussion, but it has emerged in a 
shape, both as regards powers and ex- 


penditure, which is practically mandatory. 


I say that the House of Commons 
occupied that week in a thoroughly 
businesslike manner. Let me take one 
other illustration, the eighth Clause, 
which I suppose has taken a larger 
amount of discussion in point of time 
and of the number of speeches and 
Amendments than any other Clause of 
the Bill. Am I exaggerating when I say 
that in the course of the ten days it 
occupied it has been completely trans- 
formed? This Clause, which in the 
shape in which we now see it is hardly 
recognisable by its own parents, embraces 
the Kenyon-Slaney Amendment, which 
has given so much trouble outside, and 
which I think my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Carnarvon was not unduly un- 
charitable in suggesting was possibly the 
inducement to this wholesale closure. If 
you look at the Bill and the work which 
has actually been done upon it, I ven- 


ture to say not only that the Amend-| 


ments proposed have been consistent for 
the most part with the scope and objects 
of the Bill, but that the Amendments 
which the Government and the majority 
of the House have adopted are to the 
infinite improvement of the measure 
itself. Notwithstanding the sneer of the 
Colonial Secretary, I wish to ask the 
House of Commons, as a deliberative 
Assembly, why should not the same 
process be applied to the remaining 
Clauses of the Bill? Is there any more 


reason to think that they in their 
o1iginal form embody infallible wisdom 
than to think so in the case of those 


Mr. Asquith, 


| Bill, as you profess, a workable scheme, 


if it is to be the basis of a permanent 
solution of the problem of national edu- 
cation, you cannot do a greater disservice 
to it, you cannot at the outset more 


‘effectually overcloud the prospect, than 


by forcing it through this House, in 
which alone the representatives of 
popular opinion can be heard, by arbi- 
trary and drastic measures such as those 
which are now proposed. 

I venture to say that until this debate, 
whether you look back to the precedents 
of the past or to the reason of the thing, 
both the theory and the practice of the 
House of Commons have been that this 
procedure, which we all regret, which 
none of us like, which we admit to be 
inconsistent with the elementary rights 
and privileges of a debating assembly— 
this procedure has never been and ought 
not to be resorted to except in one or 
two cases, in a case of extreme emergency 
in the interests of public order, or in the 
case where a Bill, having been carefully 
considered, both by the country and by 
Parliamentary discussion, is ripe for a 
final decision. What are you doing 
here? You are violating those traditions ; 
you are flying in the face of experi- 
ence; you are establishing a precedent 
which, I venture to say, once  estab- 
lished will be repeated and applied 
in cases which will be extremely un- 
welcome to the large majority of those 
who are going to vote for this Motion. 
You are going tu apply this procedure, 
which has hitherto been confined within 
limited and rational bounds, to a Measure 
which is at once complex and revolution- 
ary, which is neither urgent in its ocea- 
sion nor temporary in its operation, as to 
which the country has never been con- 
sulted, against the hasty and ill-considered 


/passage of which our Second Chamber 


affords us no effectual safeguard, and by 
so doing you are taking a step which is 
unwarranted by precedent, which is of 
the most dangerous example, and which 
ought not lightly to be adapted by the 
House of Commons. 
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(11.28.) Question put. 


Ayg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aynew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

dtkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bigot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
alley, James (Walworth) 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
baird, John George Alexander 
baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 


Bilfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 


Bartley, George C. T. 


beckett, Ernest William 
Beresford, Lord Charles Wm. 
bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
bignold, Arthur 

bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

bond, Edward 

boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
boustield, William Robert 
bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex 
Brassey, ‘Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

‘arew, James Laurence 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
(avendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
(hamberlain,Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
(hamberlain, RtHnJ. A.(Wore. 
Ciapman, Edward 

tharrington, Spencer 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
are, Octavius Leigh 

‘ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
‘ohen, Benjamin Louis 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
‘ook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
lorbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
‘ox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
ranborne, Viscount 

\ripps, Charles Alfred 

fabitt, Hon. Henry 

lust, Henry John C. 

dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Vivenport, William Bromley- 
Havies, Sir HoratioD. (Chatham 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 284 , 


| Noes, 152. 


AYES. 


| Denny, Colonel 


| Dewar,SirT. R.(TowerHamlets 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 


Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | 


| Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
| Doughty, George 
| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
| Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
| Duke, Henry Edward 
| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
| Dyke, Rt.Hon. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
| Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
| Fisher, William Hayes 
| Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
| Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
| Gardner, Ernest 


| Garfit, William 


Gibbs, Hn A.G.H. (Cityof Lond. 


| Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 


| Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 


| Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
| Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Lince. ) 


Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 


Goes. Edward Alfred 


‘raham, Henry Robert 


| Greene,SirE W(BurySEdm’nds 


Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, Jobn 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Iver Churchili 
Hall, Edward Marshall 


| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLord G(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michaet 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 


2B2 


(Division List No. 496.) 


Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph ; 
HowardJ ohn( Kent,Faversham 
Howard,J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys,Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Jobnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 
Kennedy Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th: 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH. (Hants.,Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood,’ Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lueas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney,Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire ) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, WJH. (Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,John Throgmort’n 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, tHn. AGraham(Bute 
Marray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath} 
Myers, William Henry 
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Newdegate, Francis A. N. 

Nicholson, William Graham 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N. ) 
O’ Doherty, William 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Kobert 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
tateliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,Hon.M. W.(Stalybridge 





Ritchie,Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn. HerbertHenry , 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

3urt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Duncan, J. (Hastings) 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 


| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


| Leigh, Sir Joseph 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 
Rolleston, Sir John F. J. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John | 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert | 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight | 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William award ee 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) | 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside | 
Smitb,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) | 
Smith, Hon. F. W. D. (Strand) | 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) | 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk | 
Stanley,Edward Jas. (Somerset | 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. | 
Stroyan, John | 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley | 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) | 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. | 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) | 
Thompson, Dr EC(Monagh’n,N | 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 


NOES. 


Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans.SirFrancisH(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Ciarles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth. R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Siien Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor (Sw’nsea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 


Leng, Sir John 








| Webb, Colonel William George 


| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath) 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


| Lewis, John Herbert 





Levy, Maurice 
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Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, RtHn.SirWilliam H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Welby,Lt-Col A.C. E. (Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H (Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.iStuart- 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren,Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt.Hon.Jokn( Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton | 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
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Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) , Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ; White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles | Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr | Whiteley, George(York, W.R.) 

Schwann, Charles E. Thomas,F. Freeman- (Hastings | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Shackleton, David James | Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| 


Sbaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) Tomkinson, James Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York. W.R.) 
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Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) | Toulmin, George 
Sloan, Thomas Henry | Trevelyan, Charles Philips Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley | Wallace, Robert Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Soares, Ernest J. | Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S.) | Woodhouse, SirJ T.(Huddersf’d 
Spencer, Rt Hn.C.R.(Northants | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) Yoxall, James Henry 
Strachey, Sir Edward. | Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe | Wason, Eugene 
Tennant, Harold John | Weir, James Galloway Mr. Herbert Gladstone 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. | White, George (Norfolk) and Mr. WilliamM‘Arthur. 





*(11.45) Sin EDWARD STRACHEY | of the Bill as it now stood it was obliga- 
Somersetshire, S.) moved an Amend- | tory that the County Council should 
ment with the object of reserving a day | provide higher education, and also that 
for the discussion of Clause 13. If the | they should provide training colleges 
Amendment was not accepted by the| for teachers. The duty of provid- 
Prime Minister, the effect would be/|ing trainng colleges was one 
that there would not be adequate which the Government should not 
time left for the discussion of | place on small farmers and the occupiers 
Clause 13, which contained the financial of small houses in the rural dis- 
provisions of the Bill. He appealed to tricts. He appealed to the Government 
county Members, the great majority of to consider whether the rating proposal 
whom sat on the Government Benches, in the Bill was really a fair one to the 
to support the Amendment. They had, agricultural population. He hoped they 
in season and out of season, reiterated would at least give a day to county 
the statement that they were the pro- | Members to bring their case before the 
tectors of the ratepayers in their dis-| House, and to ask for fair treatment 
tricts. The right hon. Gentleman the for occupiers of houses in town or 
Member for Sleaford had on the Paper country as well as occupiers of land. 
an Amendment to Clause 13 proposing He begged to move. 
to leave out “expenses of a Council 
under this Act,’’ and to insert ‘‘ expendi- : 
ture out of rates under this Act shall in| A™endment proposed to the Question— 
no case exceed one-fourth of the whole Pe To ty out Sevete in og ~~" insert 
c i ; . 2 | the words ‘on Wednesday the 12th Novem- 
oo oe =. pe teeing | ber, and on Clause 13 pi the 13th 

aS Ee November.’ ”--(Sir Edward Strachey.) 
that authority.” It was very doubtful 
whether that Amendment would be | 
discussed at all if the First Lord’s| Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposal remained as it now _ stood. | proposed to be left out stand part of the 
The right hon. Gentleman’s Amend- | Question.” 
ment had the unanimous support of the | 


Central Chamber of Agriculture. All | 
that hon. Members representing agri-| *Mr.CHAPLIN supported the Amend- 


cultural districts asked at present was that | ment of his hon. friend. Clause 13, he 
ample time should be allowed for the dis- | said, dealt with the whole question of 
cussion of the Clause on Thursday next | the expenses of the Bill, and surely it was 
instead of its being guillotined on | not unreasonable to ask that a day 
Wednesday. He ventured to think that | should be given for the discussion of its 
the Education Rate would press heavily | Provisions. He reminded the House in 
indeed on the occupiers of houses pte} the first instance that the question of 
“we d ‘ally . | expenses had not yet been discussed at 
and, and especially those occupying | qj) in the House in the whole of these 
small farms, who at present often paid no | proceedings, and secondly, that unless 
Education Rate at all. UnderClause 2 they were able to obtain the opportunity 
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tomorrow, there would never be any 
opportunity, so far as he could see, for 
discussing that branch of the question. 
It was certain that, under. the 
closure proposal of his right hon. 
friend, the Clause could never be 
reached on the Report stage, and as 
far as he could form an opinion of the 
constitutional aspect of this question, the 
matter could never be discussed in the 
other House of Parliament. There were 
seventy-six Amendments on the Paper 
to Clause 13, and some of them were 
very important indeed. 
the House that such was the interest in 
the question to which his own Amend- 
ment referred that, during the present 


day he had received fifty letters and | 


telegrams from all parts of the country 
asking him to proceed with it. There 
was immense interest felt on the subject, 


because the people were afraid that the | 


charge on the rates in the course of a 
year or two would be infinitely larger 
than many Members had ever thought 
of. The agricultural Members wished to 
have an opportunity of taking the sense 
of Parliament on the question as to how 


far it was right that the expenses of a_ 


great national object should be borne by 
the local rates at all. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) asked the 
Prime Minister whether having regard 
to sub-Clauses (a), (c), and (7) in Clause 13, 
the House even yet knew the full 
financial proposals of the Government. 
Had not the Government still revelations 
to make with regard to their finance 
which would affect the consideration of 


sub-Clauses («), (c), and (d) ? 


Sm FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, W. R.., Shipley) said that the First 
Lord indicated that Clauses 12 and 13 
would be closured on the morrow. He 
wished to ask his right hon. friend 
whether the discussion on Clause 12 
could not be terminated at the after- 
noon sitting, leaving the whole of the 
evening sitting for Clause 13. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said that before the right hon. Gentle- 
man answered the Member for Shipley, 


Mr. Chaplin. 


{COMMONS} 


He might tell | 
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he wished to support the Amendment 
most strongly on a ground not yet 
brought before the House. There were 
very important Amendments down on 
the Paper standing in the name of the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board 
of Education which affected the 
most vital interests of urban districts, 
They would alter the whole basis of 
rating, and had been put down on the 
Paper at the request of Members on 
both sides of the House. There was no 
doubt that that the question which 
would be raised by the Amendment of 
the right hon. Member for Sleaford 
was likely to be debated at some 
length—the question, he meant, of the 
relative share of the expenses to be 
borne from the local rates and by the 
Imperial Treasury. That was a matter 
which could not be debated in a few 
minutes, but would take several hours; 
and he asked the hon. Gentlemaa 
whether he could not give more 
time to the discussion of Clause 13, the 
more especially as his own proposal 
would operate as a guillotine to the 
Amendments of the Secretary to the 
Education Department. 


Me. A. J.. BALFOUR: I will relieve 
the fears of the hon. Gentleman at once in 
regard to the Amendments put down in 
the name of the Government by the 
hon. Member for Oxford University 
with which he agrees. These Amend- 
ments, the Closure notwithstanding, 
will be put to the House, and I trust 
will be carried by the House, % 
that the hon. Gentleman’s fears have 
no foundation. As to the remarks 
of the right hon. the Member for 
Forest of Dean, the Government have 
made no change whatever in their 
financial proposals, but I doubt whether 
in their proper aspect they can le 
discussed under Clause 13. They will 
come up under a new Clause which 
gives the Government grant, and under 
a Resolution which we have placed on the 
Paper. My hon. friend the Member 
for Shipley asks that Clause 12 should 
be thrashed out at the morning’s sitting, 
but as I understand the matter, there 
is nothing controversial in it, and I do 
not think the difference with the Welsh 
Members will be difficult to settle. It 
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entirely new principle; the 
next dealt with the managers ; the 
next with endowments; and the next 
passing it at the morning’s sitting. [ | with grouping of schools ; to say nothing 
hope that my right hon. friend the | of the large number of Amendments 
Member for Sleaford will have ample | which had been put down in regard to 
scope to discuss Clause 13 to-morrow. | the Schedules. | There were no less than 
Questions affecting the ratepayers are | §1xteen new points to be discussed in two 
not numerous in the Clause, though | “YS: 
they may be important. But, if the 
House thinks it desirable, 1 have no 
objection to running (a) and (b) into one | Amendment proposed— 
paragraph. That would have the effect! “Inline 19, to leave out the words ‘Thursday, 
of leaving two days for discussing the | 20th,’ and insert the words * Monday, 24th.’ ”— 
dregs of Clause 12 and for considering | 4": #unciman.) 
Clauses 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17. I quite | 
agree that no question of great im-| Question proposed—‘ That the words 
portance is raised on Clauses 14, 15, 16, | proposed to be left out stand part of the 
and 17, and if my proposal meets the | Question.” 
general view, it can be carried out | ; 
without affecting the general scheme of | 
business. | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope 
| that the hon. Gentleman will not persist 
al ae |in this Amendment. He will see that 
Mr. CHAPLIN said that so far as he| we have given the whole of Monday 
was concerned, he would readily] and | the 17th, Tuesday the 18th, Wednesday 
gladly accept the right hon. Gentleman’s |the 19th, and Thursday the 20th. to 
offer. ‘the new Clauses. I think that is 
| adequate time. Of course, the House 
/might desire more time, but I do not 


Sim EDWARD STRACHEY said that | think that anyone can say that the 
after what had been said by the right hon. compartment is too limited or restricted 
the Member for Sleaford, and the offer | in its scope. I would remind the House 
of the First Lord having given him all that I have framed this Resolution on 
he asked for, he would withdraw his | the most extended scale compatible with 
’ | bringing the proceedings on this Bill to 
|an end before the Christmas holidays. 
|If we extend that scale further the 
|House will have to meet after the 
| Christmas holidays to deal with the 
| Bill. That, I think, would not be agree- 
able to the House generally, nor would 

« By leaving out from the word ‘on,’ in line | it be desirable. Therefore, I hope that 
7, to the word ‘Clauses,’ in line 8, and by the hon. Gentleman will not press for 
inserting, after the word ‘Clauses,’ the word | any extension of the period which we 
a ae Se) have given to the new Clauses, knowing 

| that it would carry withfit the protraction 
Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said he | of the debates on this Bill until after 
wished to move in paragraph (f), line | Christmas. 
19, to omit the words “on Thursday, | 


November 20th,” in order to insert “ Mon- | . 
day, 24th November.” His object wasto| MR. TREVELYAN said that sub- 


extend the time for the consideration of | Section (f) provided that the proceedings 
the new Clauses introduced by the | on the new Clause relating to managers, 
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would be a great disappointment to me|on an 


if any unexpected discussion took place 
on Clause 12 which prevented us from 


Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


An Amendment made— 





Government, as well as the new Clauses 
proposed by private Members. The 
first of the new Government Clauses 
dealt with the Aid Grant of £900,000 


and any other Government new Clauses. 
‘and any new Government schedules, and 
any other proceedings necessary to bring 
| the Committee stagetoaconclusion,should 
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terminate on Thursday, 20th November. 
Did that mean that there was to be no 
time between the Government new 
Clauses and the schedules for any 
possible discussion of private Members’ 
Clauses ? 


Mr. LOUGH said he would suggest 
to the right hon. Gentleman to sub- 
stitute Friday the 21st, for Thursday, 
the 20th. Friday was not allocated to 
any purpose, and he thought that the 
right hon. Gentleman had forgotten 
about it. 


Mr. A. J. BA]. FOUR: I do not think 
that the suggestion of the hon. Gentle- 
man who has just spoken is one which 
it would be desirable for the House to 
accept. It is usual and desirable to 
leave a longer interval between the 
Committee stage and the Report stage 
than would he possible if the Committee 
stage were finished on Friday. As 
regards the question of the hon. Member 
for the Elland Division, there is nothing in 
this closure by compartment which would 
prevent private Members’ Clauses coming 
on. All the Resolution says is that 
whether private Members’ Clauses come 
on or not, the Government Clauses and 
schedules must be disposed of by a certain 
fixed date. If the Government Clauses 
are rapidly disposed of, there will then 
be an opportunity for discussing private 
Members’ Clauses. 


Mr. TREVELYAN said that if the 
Government Clauses were got through, 
and if private Members’ Clauses occupied 
the whole day, then there would be no 
discussion on the schedules. 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) asked if all the new 
Clauses which were to be introduced 
by the Government had yet been tabled. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, they 
have not all yet been tabled. I have 
left a certain margin, but there is 
nothing of any fundamental importance 
to be dealt with in the Clauses which 


Mr. Trevelyan. 
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have yet to be tabled. There will be 
nothing in them that need alarm my 
hon. friend. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) asked if the Clause as 
to the method of the appointment of 
managers had yet been tabled. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, I 
think that is down. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON asked if all 
the Government new Clauses would be 
taken during the Committee stage. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My hope is 
that all the new Clauses of the Govern- 
ment will be dealt with in the Committee 
stage, but I do not like to give a pledge 
on the matter, as one cannot tell what 
the situation may be. 


*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
asked when the right hon. Gentleman 
would put on the Paper his proposal as 
to the relations of the Borough Councils 
in regard to the work they would have to 
do in the matter of secondary education 
as promised when Clause 3 was before 
the Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not 
quite sure that I know what the hon. 
Gentleman refers to. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN asked if the right 
hon. Gentleman would not consider the 
advisability of allocating Friday, the 
21st, to the schedules. They had not yet 
seen the new Clauses, and did not know 
how far they might be controversial, and 
several private Members’ Clauses were 
of such importance as to require dis- 
cussion, That would leave a fairly large 
amount of time between the Committee 
stage and the Report stage. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: That would, | 
am afraid, be resented by the House. 
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(12.21.) Question put. 





Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, a C. B.(Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H.F. (Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 








brown, AlexanderH (Shropshire 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Uarew, James Laurence 

Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,RtHnJ.A (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD (Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
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| The House divided :—Ayes, 235 ; Noes, 


103. 


AYES. 


Fergusson,Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William ayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs,Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Godson,Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’m!’ts 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,Sir EW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8S, W. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 








(Division List No. 497.) 


| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH. (Hants, Fareham 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 

Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 

Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 

Long,Uol. Charles W. (Evesham 

Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 

acartney,Rt. HnW G. Ellison 

Macdona, John Cumming 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 

M'Killop, James (Stirlingshire 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 

| Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 

| Milvain, Thomas _ 

| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, ‘Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 

| Morrison, James Archibald 

| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 

| Mount, William Arthur 

| Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 

| Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 

| Newdegate, Francis A. N. 

| Nicholson, William Graham 

| Nicol, Donald Ninian 

| Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway, N.) 

| O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 

| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


| Parkes, Ebenezer 





Pemberton, John 8. G. 


Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. | Percy, Earl 


Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F. (Sheftield, Brightside | 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John (KentFaversh’m | 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil | 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) | 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace | 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
Johnstone, Heywood 1 
Kemp, George 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. | 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) | 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour | 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th | 


| Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut-Col.Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. —~ 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George : 
Ridley, Hon.M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 








731 Education 


Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | Sturt, Hon. Humph 
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Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Napier 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


| Talbot, Rt Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 


Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight | Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 


Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 


Thompson,Dr EC(Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside | Tully, Jasper 


Smith, James Parker ( 


narks | Valentia, 


iscount 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H(Shefti’ld 


Spear, John Ward 


Walker, Col. William Hall 


Stanley, Hon Arthur(Ormskirk | Walrond,Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Stanley,Edward Jas.(Somerset ' Warde, Colonel E. C. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,Charles P(Gloue. Stroud 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert 

Cremer, William Randal) 
Dalziel, James Hen 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gladstone,Rt. Hn HerbertJohn 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt.Hon.Sir ArthurD. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


NOES. 


Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJ osephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren,SirCharles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A.{(Satfron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 





Rigg, Richard 


| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 


Roe, Sir Thomas 


Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


Jones, DavidBrynmor (Sw’nsea | Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kitson, Sir James 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
said the right hon. Gentleman would see 
that the 25th, 27th, and 28th were 
accounted for, but that no provision 
had been made for the 26th. He did 
not know if he might assume that four 
days were to be allocated to the Report 


stage. 


Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
| Shackleton, David James 
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Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts, 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H(Ashton-und.Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas ord 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John .- 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(M’rthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-(Hastings 
Thomas,J A(GlamorganGower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. RB.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, omnes 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James ny ote | 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George(Y¥ ork, W.R.} 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred W.(Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W. R.) 
Wilson, |John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Runciman and Mr. 
Trevelyan. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH said that he 
would appeal to the right hon. Gentle 
man that, from the circumstances of the 
case, that time should be extended. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said that if 
any extension were made it would ir 
volve the Bill going over until after 
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Christmas. But he would like the right {the period given under this Reso- 
hon. Gentleman to explain more closely | lution to the Report stage should be 
how that calculation had been arrived at. | extended, and that he bases his appli- 
A great deal had been said about pre- | cation on the proceedings on the Home 
cedents, and he would quote a precedent | Rule Bill. But the hon. Gentleman will 
which ought to, have some effect on the | remember that there are two very im- 
right hon. Gentleman, if he still had an portant differences between this Bill and 
open mind on the question. On the the Home Rule Bill, which are relevant to 
Home Rule Bill, after ten days discussion the point he has raised. One of them is 
on Report, a Motion for the Closure was | that, by common admission, the most 
introduced, and four subsequent days | important Clauses of this Bill, at any rate 
sae: allocated to that stage. If the pro-| the most controversial Clauses, have been 
ceedings on the Home Rule Bill were to already dealt with at great length in 
bean authority inonedirection they ought | 
also to be an authority in another direc- 





Committee. That was not the case 
with the Home Rule Bill. For one 
reason or another, for which the Govern- 





tion ; and inasmuch as fourteen days 


were allocated to the Report stage on 
n|ment or Opposition of the day 


might be to blame, many important 





that Bill, some reasonable concessio 
ought now to be made with reference to 
the corresponding stage of the Educa. | 
tion Bill.g This Bill,had, upto the present, | the Report stage. That alone would 
been remodelled to a considerable extent. | be a reason for giving a smaller amount 
He believed that, as a matter of fact, | of time to the Report stage on this Bill 
about_half of the Bill - it stood was | than was given to the Report stage on the 
oe He therefore. submitted thatthere | Home Rule Bill. I would also remind 
— et acct aA wc we. 'the hon. Gentleman that, in addition to 
sidering the various alterations which | : ; 
hed been intredueed: and to contend | many other differences, the Home Rule 


that four days were sufficient for that | Bill consisted of twice the number of 


He therefore | Clauses contained in the present Bill, 





questions were not discussed until 


purpose was absurd. 
moved in line 23, to leave out ‘ton that | Which was a ground for granting a longer 
day” in order to insert “ Friday, 28th | time to the Report stage. As far as | 


November.” | understood the hon. Gentleman, he did 
| not dissent from the settled policy of the 
Amendment proposed— | Government, that this Bill is, if possible. 


‘In line 23, to leave out the words ‘that | to be brought to a conclusion before the 
day,’ i s, ‘Friday, 2 Vov- ‘ ; , , 
a ee ee | itis holidays, but I really think that 


ember.’ ”—(Mr. Ellis Griffith.) 
that cannot be done if his Amendment is 


it it is t eas t 
Question proposed—“ That the words | accepted. I heauaes it is “ easy to 
proposed to be left out stand part of | make acalcuation as much will depend 

‘ ‘ 
the Question.” 'on the action that will be taken in 


"another place; but, making the best 


Me. A. J. B ALFOUR: I understand | calculation I can as to the time likely to 
that the hon. Gentleman desires that ! be occupied in another place in the 
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discussion of all the stages of this Bill, and 
leaving some time for the discussion in 
this House of any changes that may be 
made, I really cannot see that there is 
the smallest chance of our finishing all 
the stages of this Bill before December 
19th; and I really think .we should 
not make it later. 


Education 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he hoped 
that the new proposals of the Govern- 
ment would be put down in good time. 


Mr A. J, BALFOUR: I will do my 
very best, but the House will realise 
that we have been working under 
pressure. 


Question put and agreed to. 


(12.43.) Question put, ‘‘ That the Pro. 


ceedings in Committee and on Report of | : ; 
8 P | Question or Questions on any Amend- 


the Education (England and Wales) Bill /ment or Motion already proposed from 
| the 


Resolution relating thereto) shall, unless | , 
S ) . *” | suecessively 


previously disposed of, be brought to a | 


(including Proceedings on the Financial 


conclusion at the times and in the manner 


hereinafter mentioned :— 


‘‘ (a) The proceedings in Committee on 
the remaining part of Clause 12, and on 
Clauses 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17, on 
ceedings on Clauses 18, 19, and 20, and 
on the Committee stage of the Financial 
Resolution, on Friday 14th November; 
(c) The proceedings on Report of the 
Financial Resolution, and on the new 
Clause relating to the aid grant, on 
Monday 17th November ; (d¢) The pro- 
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endowments, local authority’s managers, 
and grouping, on Tuesday 18th Novem- 
ber; (¢) The proceedings on the new 
Clause relating to managers, and any 
other Government new Clauses, on 
Schedules, and any new Government 
Schedules, and any other proceedings 
necessary to bring the Committee stage 
to a conclusion, on Thursday 20th 
November ; (7) The consideration of the 
Report shall be appointed for Tuesday 
25th November ; and the proceedings on 
Report on any new Clauses and on 
Amendments to Parts I. and II. of the 
Bill shall be brought to a conclusion on 
that day ; (y) The proceedings on Report 
on Amendments to Part III. of the Bill 


shall be brought to a conclusion on 
| Thursday ‘‘7th November ; (4) The pro- 


ceedings on the Report of the Bill shall 


be concluded on Friday 28thN ovember. 
At 11 P.M. on the said days, or, if the 
day is a Friday, at 4.30 p.m. the Chair- 
man or Speaker shall put forthwith a 


shall 
put 


Chair, and next proceed 


forthwith 


Question on any Amendments moved by 


to the 


the Government of which notice has 


been given, but no other Amendments, 


|and on every Question necessary to 


dispose of the allotted business. In 


| the case of new Clauses and Schedules, 
Thursday, 13th November ; () The pro- 


ceedings on the New Clauses relating to | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


he shall put only the Question that such 
Clause or Schedule be added to the Bill. 
Proceedings under this Order shall not 
Le interrupted (except at an Afternoon 
Sitting at 7.30 P.M.) under the pro 
visions of any Standing Order relating 
to Sittings of the House. After the 
passing of this Order, on any day on 
which any proceedings on the Education 
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England and Wales) Bill stand as the, shall be put forthwith. If Progress be 
first Order of the Day, no dilatory! reported, the Chairman shall put this 
Motion on the Bill, nor under Standing | Order in force in any subsequent sitting 
Order 17, nor Motion to postpone a_/ of the Committee.”—(Mr. Balfour.) 
Clause, shall be received unless moved | 

by the Minister in charge of the Bill, The House divided :—Ayes, 222; Noes, 
and the Question on any such Motion 103. (Division List No. 498.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Dyke,Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart | Hutton, John (Yorks N.R.) 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | Faber, George Denison (York) | Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Fardell, Sir T. George Johnstone, Heywood 

Arrol, Sir William, Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward Kemp, George 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r | Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst Kennedy, Patrick James 
Bailey, James (Walworth) Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Bain, Colonel James Robert Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas | Keswick, William 

Baird, John George Alexander | Fisher, William Hayes | King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.A.J.(Manch’r | Fison, Frederick William Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon Lawrence,SirJ oseph (Monm’th 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W.(Leeds | Flannery, Sir Fortescue Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Bignold, Arthur Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Lawson, John Grant 

Bigwood, James | Forster, Henry William Lee, ArthurH (Hants, Fareham 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Gardner, Ernest Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Bond, Edward | Gartit, William Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Gibbs,Hn. AGH (CityofLondon | Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Bowles, Capt. H.F.(Middlesex | Godson,SirAugustusFrederick Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


Brassey, Albert Gordon,Maj. Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Goschen, Hon.George Joachim | Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu Goulding, Edward Alfred Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Brown,Alexander H.(Shropsh. | Graham, Henry Robert Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
srymer, William Ernest | Greene,Sir EW (B’rySEdm’nds | Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Burdett-Coutts, W. Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury) | Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
.Carew, James Laurence | Gretton, John Macartney,Rt Hn. W.G Ellison 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | Greville, Hon. Ronald Macdona, John Cumming \2+2 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Grove-, James Grimble M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Hambro, Charles Eric Majendie, James A. H. 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hon.J.(Birm. | Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. | Maxwell, WJH(Dumfriessbire 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore. | Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashf’rd Milvain, Thomas 


Chapman, Edward | Hare, Thomas Leigh Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Ciare, Octavius Leigh Harris, Frederick ‘Leverton Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Chive, Captain Percy A. | Hatch,ErnestFrederickGeorge | More, Robt. Jas yer(Shropshire) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A. E. Hay, Hon. Claude George Morgan, David J (Walth’mstow 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Healy, Timothy Michael Morrell, George Herbert 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley | Morrison, James Archibald 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Heaton, John Henniker Mount, William Arthur 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge Henderson, Sir Alexander Murray, ktHnA.Graham(Bute 
Cranborne, Viscount Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. | Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry | Hickman, Sir Alfred | Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Cust, Henry John C. | Higginbottom, 8. W. | Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Davenport, William Bromley- | Hoare, Sir Samuel | Nicholson, William Graham } 
Davies,Sir HoratioD(Chatham | Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E.) | Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond __| Hogg, Lindsay ~ Nolan,Col.JuhnP.(Galway, N. 


Dorington, Rt.Hon. Sir John E. | Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside | O’Doherty, William 
Doughty, George Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Hoult, Joseph Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore | Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m | Parkes, Ebenezer 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Hozier,Hon.James Henry Cecil | Pemberton, J ohn 8S. G. 
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Percy, Earl 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C.Guy _ 

Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

tidlev, Hon. M. W.(Staly bridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Mo)yneux 
Rutherford, John 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc. Stroud 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

srigy, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Rotert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Grey,Rt.jHon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the| last, adjourned 
Order of the House of the 16th October | Question put, 


Adjourned at two minutes before 
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Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj. J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb, Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Thornton,'Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


NOES. 


Kearley. Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJ oseph F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
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the House. 


Tully, Jasper 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. SirCEH(Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,SirCharles G. E. (Notts. 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H (Ashton und.Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 











Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
| Sloan, Thomas Henry 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
| Soares, Ernest J. 
| Spencer, Rt. Hn C. R( Northants 
| Strachey, Sir Edward 
| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
| Tennant, Harold John 
| Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
| Thomas,David Alfred(Merthyr 
| Thomas,J A(GlamorganGower 
| Thomson, F.W. (York, W. R.) 
, Tomkinson, James 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) Tou!min, George 


Moss, Samuel 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J, Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) | 


Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warrer, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley,J. H. (Halifax) 

| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 

| Wilson, Fred W, (Norfolk, Mid. 

| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf'd 

| TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 

Herbert Gladstone and 


Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


the House without 


One o’clock. 
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741 (Questions. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 12th November, 1902. 





The House met at Two of 


Clock. 


PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 
Petitions. for abolition of restrictions : 

from Stafford; New Brancepeth; and 

Pittington ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions against : from Falkirk ; Brad- 
ford; Duns ; and South Shields ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


(ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions for alteration : from Stafford ; 
Pittington ; New Brancepeth ; and Dur- 
ham (two); to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION 


PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petition from Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, for alteration ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN 
TRADE. 
Petitions for legislation : from Stafford ; 
New Brancepeth ; and Pittington ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


REGISTRATION OF MOTOR VEHICLES 
BILL. 


Petition from Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE MARKS BILL. 
Petition from Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, against ; to lie upon the Table. 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Navy—Accidents when Firing Salutes. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if he will state how many 
accidents have occurred during the last 
ten years to men in the British Navy 
engaged in firing salutes ; and what steps 
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| the Admiralty have taken or intend to 
|take to ensure the observance of regu- 
‘lations on such occasions in future in 
| order to avert such accidents. 


the | 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) So 
far as can be ascertained, the recent 
accident in the “ Victory” is the fourth 
that has occurred to saluting parties in 


| His Majesty’s ships during the last ten 
| years. 


Each of these accidents was made 
the subject of a court of inquiry, and 
such additional instructions as were con- 
sidered necessary by the Board of 
Admiralty were issued to the Fleet. The 
regulations already contained in the 
Gunnery Drill Book are considered to be 
quite sufficient to ensure safety in the 
firing of salutes, and the responsibility 
for the proper observance of these Regu- 
lations rests with the gunner in charge 
of the saluting party. It is not proposed 
to issue any further instructions in conse- 
quence of the accident in the “ Victory.” 


Position of Seamen Pensioners 
Re-engaged. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
any modification of the conditions has 
been arrived at affecting those seamen 
pensioners who re-engage for a further 
period of five years after completion of 
time for pension, and who have earned 
the good conduct medal and gratuity, 
which hitherto have been liable to 
forfeiture during this period of extra 
service. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) The 
Admiralty have decided that in future 
when a man who is entitled to the 
maximum good conduct gratuity on 
completion of his second period of con- 
tinuous service re-engages for a third 
period, he may be paid the good conduct 
gratuity to which he is entitled instead 
of waiting until he is discharged to 
pension. The good conduct medal, to 
which the hon. Member also refers, 
has always been awarded as soon as 
earned. 


Postal Orders—Office of Payment. 

Sirk JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) : 
To ask the Postmaster General, in view 
of the inconvenience caused by the rule 
that postal orders made payable at a town 
or city are payable only at the central 
office of that town or city to persons 
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living at a distance from the central office, 
will he alter this rule so that such postal 
orders may be payable at sub-oftices. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
It is the practice to cash postal orders 
made payable at a town, without the 
mention of any particular office in it, 
either at the head office of the town or at 
any branch office. But I fear that an 
extension of this practice to all sub-post 
offices in a large town would be likely to 
facilitate fraud, and would render it very 
difficult to comply with a remitter’s 
request to stop payment of an order. 


American Locomotives on Uganda 
Railway. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
To ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that in 1899 
and 1900 only American locomotives were 
purchased for use on the Uganda Railway ; 
whether he can state the reason of the 
change from the previous practice of pur- 
chasing English and Indian locomotives 
only ; and whether any examination has 
been made of the comparative scale of 
locomotive expenses in connection with 
the various kinds of locomotives used. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) The 
answer to the hon. Gentleman’s Question 
is to be found in Sir Guilford Moles- 
worth’s Report (Airiea, No. 5, 1899, 
p. 14). ‘The locomotives referred to were 
ordered in the United States in October, 
1898, because they were urgently wanted, 
and works in England were too congested 
witl orders to give delivery within 
reasonable time. To have waited until 
English firms could guarantee delivery 
would have greatly delayed the construc- 
tion of the railway, and thus caused heavy 
additional expense. No engines were at 
the time to be obtained from India. A 
detailed comparison between the various 
classes of engine shown upon page 3 of the 
Report has not been possible, but if the 
hon. Gentleman wishes it I will cause 
inquiry to be made. 


Loans under the Small Dwellings 
Acquisition Act. 

Mr. M‘KENNA: To ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
whether he can state the number of 
loans sanctioned in respect of the forty- 
four applications to the Local Government 
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Board from local authorities in England 
and Wales for sanction to loans under 
the Small Dwellings Acquisition Act, the 
total amount borrowed, and the number 
of houses actually bought by any persons 
under the Act. 





(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Local Government Board have sanctioned 
loans in respect of forty of the applications 
referred to, the amount sanctioned being 
£42,797. The greater part of this 
amount was sanctioned for advances in 
respect of 155 specified houses, and the 
remainder is to be used in making 
advances in other cases, particulars of 
which have not yet been given. I am 
not able to state*the number of houses 
actually bought by reason of advances 
under the Act. 


Alleged Grievances of Customs Boatmen, 
Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, E.R, 
Buckrose): To ask tie Secretary to the 
Treasury whether an early reply will be 
given as to the grievances of Customs 
boatmen, as the result of the recent 
inquiry by the Board of Customs. 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) Th 
answer to the boatmen’s representations 
was postponed because it was considere(l 
that the question might be affected by 











the result of an inquiry now in progress 
into the duties of the waterguard 
generally. This inquiry will probabl 
be concluded in a few weeks. 














War Office—Clerical Employment of 


Ex-Soldiers. 
CoLoNEL BROOKFIELD (Sussex 
Rye): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state thd 


principle upon which clerical employment 
at the War Office is given to applicant 
for such employment ; and with who 
the duty of selecting candidates rests. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodriel. 
My hon. and gallant friend pr 
sumably refers to the employment ( 
officers and ex soldiers in the War Offic, 
The selection of officers depends on thei 
qualifications, combined with any speci 
claims, and is therefore by merit. Th 
candidate is recommended by the Com 
mander-in-Chief to the Secretary of Stat 
for approval. The selection of & 
soldiers depends on their qualification 
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preference being as far as possible given 
to men who have suffered in health from 
wounds, or cther effects of active service, 
provided that they have the requisite 
clerical experience. 


Militia—Strength and Recruiting 
Statistics. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD (Wool- 
wich): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can inform the House the 
difference between the present strength 
of the Militia and that of the Establish- 
ment, exclusive of officers and permanent 
staff, laid down for 1902-3, and if he has 
any Official Reports showing the present 
state of recruiting for the Militia, and 
whether the deficiency in numbers will 
soon be made good. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Establishment is 123,016, and the 
strength on the 1st October was 104,380. 
The deficiency is considerably less than in 
preceding years, the recruiting showing a 
marked improvement. If the Bill for 
establishing a new Militia Reserve be- 
comes law in the present session, I hope 
that next year will see great progress to- 
wards making up the Establishment. 


Volunteer Establishment Statistics. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can inform the House of the 
number by which effective Volunteers are 
short of the number laid dowu as the 
establishment for 1902-03, and the number 
of resignations in all ranks that has taken 
place during the last three months. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The establishment has gradually risen 
during the war to 346,450, but it was not 
contemplated this would be permanent. 
The strength on the Ist October was 
972,957. The number who voluntarily 
quitted the force between 1st July and 
lst September was 4,261 ; the details for 
the month of October are not yet reported. 
It is probable that the numbers of the 
force will gradually assimilate themselves 
to those before the war, which averaged 
about 225,000, which the Military authori- 
ties consider fully adequate to all needs 
on mobilisation, provided they are really 
efficient. 
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Questions. 
(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 





South African War—Commissions for 
Volunteer Officers. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War whether 
it has been brought to his notice that 
there is dissatisfaction among the officers 
commanding Volunteer Active Service 
Companies in the late war, some of whom 
were mentioned in despatches, owing to 
the fact that they have been, with one or 
two exceptions, excluded from the marks 
of appreciation given to officers in the 
Regular Army, and will he state why 
those officers who have been recommended 
by their Commanding Officers for per- 
manent commissions in the rank in which 
they have served during the campaign 
have not been admitted to such regular 
service ; and whether he will take steps 
to remove the alleged grievance. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE Fok 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I regret that there should be any 
dissatisfaction among the officers named, 
whose services are highly appreciated, 
but no such dissatisfaction has reached 
me. Out of 589 Volunteer officers em- 
ployed in South Africa, seventy were 
mentioned in despatches, and of these 
sixteen received rewards. No promise 
was made of regular commissions—these 
have only been given in exceptional cases. 
The hon. Member is probably aware that 
many Militia Officers who did good 
service in South Africa, and who wished 
for line commissions, have not obtained 
them. In so long a war, where so much 
good service has been done, it is im- 
possible to reward everyone, and nearly 


5,000 officers were mentioned in des- 
patches. 
New Garrison Regiments. 
Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N.R., 


Whitby): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
State for War whether he has any official 
report as to the conduct and efficiency of 
the new garrison regiments at Malta and 
elsewhere, and as to the result of the 
experiment of their employment. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Official reports have 
been received from Malta. Thescheme is 


working satisfactorily, despite its having 
been necessary to start it during the war, 
when the selection of officers and non- 
necessarily 


commissioned officers was 
2C2 
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limited. The privates are a fine body of 
men, who can shoot and march well. A 


steady improvement is expected by the 


Commander-in-Chief, now that special 
attention can be given to the composition 
of these regiments. 


Railway Brakes. 


Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the | 


President of the Board of Trade whether, 


in view of the meeting of railway officials | 


held at the Railway Clearing House 
during last month (October) to consider 
the question of either side brakes on 
railway waggons, he can say if the brakes 
are of uniformity in application, and if 
they have been approved by the Board of 
Trade. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. GERALD BALFoUuR, 
Leeds, Central): The Board of Trade 
have not at present received from the 
Railway Companies any report of the pro- 
ceedings at the meeting referred to. 


Railway Servants’ Hours of Labour— 
L. C. and D. Railway. 
BELL: I beg ask 
of the Board of Trade 
attention has been called 


Mr. to 
President 
whether his 
to the case 
at Hither 
South Eastern 


the 
Rail- 


Green Station, on 
and Chatham 


way, who was called on duty on Sunday, | 


2nd November, at 10.30 a.m., after com- 
pleting one shift of duty at 8 a.m., and 
having worked 84 hours that week ; and 
whether he will take steps to prevent the 
employment of guards for so prolonged a 


period, and to provide for proper inter- | 


vals for rest. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No repre- | 


sentations on behalf of the railway ser- | 


vant referred to have reached the Board 
of Trade. Such representations, if made, 
would be dealt with in accordance with 
the Act of 1893. 


Railway Crossing Fatality at Thames 
ronworks. 
BELL: I beg 
of the Board 
attention has 
accident which 


to 
of Trade 
been called 
occurred 


Mr. 
President 
whether his 
to a fatal 


to Henry Eade at the Thames Ironworks | 
level crossing on the Great Eastern Rail- 
way, on the 6th instant, through the gates 
not being locked from the signal cabin ; 
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the | 


of an assistant guard | 


ask the. 


(Questions. 


748 


and will he take steps to get the inter- 
locking system put into operation at this 
| place. 


| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir; 
| this sad accident was duly notified to the 
' Board of Trade, and they have received 
| the Coroner’s Return. The crossing in 
question is stated to be a private or oceu- 
pation crossing, and the requirements as 
to public road crossings are therefore not 
| applicable, but I am informed that a gate. 
keeper is in attendance. I shall be happy, 
however, to put the hon. Member's sug 
gestion before the railway company. __ 


Roads in Mid-Ross. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
| the Congested Districts Board are aware 
that the Mid-Ross District Committec 
report that the proposed road from the 
Dundonnell Road to Badluachrach cannot 
be proceeded with owing to the grant 
offered by the Congested Districts Board 
being insufficient ; and, seeing that the 
people of the district have already con- 
structed part of the road, will the Con- 
gested Districts Board consider the 
expediency of increasing their grant. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM MurRAY, Buteshire) The 
Congested Districts Board intimated to 
‘the County Council of Ross and Cromarty 


that they were prepared to make a grant | 
of 75 per cent. of the estimated cost of | 
the road in question, and in the opinion | 


of the Congested Districts Board no case 
for an increase of the grant has been 
| made out. 


Island of Lewis—Hospital Accommo- 

dation. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland is aware that the Lewis District 
Committee report that, in consequence of 
‘the public health assessment for the 
| Lewis district for the past year being at 
'the maximum rate of ls. per £, they are 
unable to borrow the money required for 
the construction of a hospital at Carlo- 
way, the plans of which have been 
approved by the Local Government 
Board ; and, in view of the fact that this 
hospital is urgently needed for cases of 

infectious diseases, will he state whether 
| the Secretary for Scotland proposes to 
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take any steps, by legislation or other-| Board are not satisfied that the public 
wise, to enable local authorities to benefit to be gained would be commen- 
provide hospital accommodation for | surate with the expenditure now sug- 
infectious diseases in the congested | gested. 
districts of the Island of Lewis. 

Island of Lewis Fisheries, 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I} Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
would refer the hon. Member to my | Advocate, whether the petition to His 
reply to his Question of yesterday.+ | Majesty the King, signed by over 2,000 

_ : crofters, cottars, fishermen, and others of 

Mr. W EIR: The right hon. Gentle-| the island of Lewis, has reached the 
man has not, evidently, read the Question. | hands of the Secretary for Scotland ; 
The latter part of it is not referred to in and, if so, will he state what action it is 
the answer I got yesterday—viz., does proposed to take in the matter, 
the Secretary for Scotland propose to 
ke any steps, by legislation or other-| + \fR. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: I can 
wise, to enable local authorities to only refer the hon. Member to my reply 
provide hospital accommodation. _ to his similar Question of yesterday.t 


* Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: I said | 
that we could not take steps at this present | 
moment. 


Typhus Fever at Ness. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
| Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Mr. WEIR : I am quite aware of that, | Scotland is aware that the entrance to 
but— ' the house in the district of Ness, island 
_of Lewis, in which a man named Mackay 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The | died of typhus fever on the 14th Septem- 
right hon. Gentleman has fully answered | ber last, is so near other houses that it 
the Question. /was impossible to get a coffin inside the 
| house, and that the body of Mackay had 

Mr. WEIR : No, Sir ; the Question is— | to be taken out before it could be coftined ; 
‘will he state whether the Local Govern- 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I| ment Board for Scotland have approved 
cannot enter into any argument whether | any bye-laws such as will admit of the 


or not the answer is satisfactory. ‘early destruction of similar insanitary 
/ houses in the island of Lewis; and, if 
Mr. WEIR: But— ‘not, will he state what steps the Local 
|Government Board propose to take in 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! the matter. 


Mr. WEIR : I must take another! *Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
opportunity of dealing with this question | Secretary for Scotland is not aware of 
"| the facts as stated by the hon. Member. 
Applecross (Ross) Road and Bridge. | Qn the contrary, the Secretary for Scot- 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | land is informed that the body of Mackay 
Advocate, seeing that the Western Dis- | was coffined in the room where he, 
trict Committee for the county of Ross| Mackay, died. The Local Government 
and Cromarty report that a road and | Board has no bye-laws, or power to make 
bridge at Applecross are urgently neces-| such bye-laws, as the hon. Member 
sary, will he state on what ground the | suggests. In this particular case, how- 
Congested Districts Board have declined | ever, permission has been obtained from 
to provide a grant in aid of the work. _| the heirs of deceased to destroy the house 
| in question. 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: On| 
the ground that the local authorities have| Mr. WEIR: I can only say that the 
more than once altered, and have so much information supplied to the right hon. 
enlarged their plans in comparison with | Gentleman is absolutely false. 


the original proposal placed before the | 
Congested Districts Board, and that the *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


+See page 595. 





t See page 594. 
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Mr. WEIR: I was on the spot and | 
saw it. 


Questions. 


Scottish Fishery Board—Mr. MclIloy. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | 
Advocate if he will state the qualifica- | 
tions of Mr. Melloy, ironmonger, of | 
Rothesay, Buteshire, for appointment as 
a member of the Scottish Fishery Board. | 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY; The 
qualifications of the gentleman in question 
are the same now as they were when he 
was appointed more than five years ago. 
He is a native of, and exceptionally well 
acquainted with, the Western Highlands | 
adjoining the Firth of Clyde; he has a | 
large acquaintance with the local fisher- | 
men ; and is an ex-Provost of Rothesay. 
I ought to add that his services to the 
Board, of which he is an unpaid member, 
have been unremitting; and he has by 
those services given complete satisfaction 
to his colleagues and to the Secretary for 
Scotland. 


Mr. WEIR: And a good Tory. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Member asked me as to his special 
qualifications for appointment to the 
Fishery Board ; I did not think it neces | 


sary to add my testimony to his general | 


good sense, which is well known. 


Ireland—Labourers’ Cottages at Roscrea. 

Mr. CAREW (Meath, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the action of certain district 


councillors in the Roscrea No. 3 Rural | 


District, in respect of applications of 
labourers for cottages and plots under 
the Labourers (Ireland) Acts ; and 
whether he will direct the inspectors of 


the Local Government Board to insist on | 


suitable sites selected in this 


being 
district. 

THE CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 


Inspector who held the recent inquiry | 


into the scheme proposed by the District 
Council, states that the Council gave very 
intelligent consideration to the various 
representations, and selected the sites 
with much judgment. The result of the 


inquiry will shortly be communicated to 


the Council. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


Mutoscopes at Longford. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to complaints as to 
the nature of the living pictures exhibited 
in mutoscopes at Longford and in public 
places at other railway stations in Ireland ; 
and whether he will direct the Royal 
Irish Constabulary to institute prosecu- 
tions in any of these cases. 


—~T 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No complaints 
have been made to the Constabulary in 


| this matter, either in County Longford or 


elsewhere in Ireland. 


Mr. TULLY: Why don’t the Con- 
stabulary look after these things, instead 
of the public having to direct attention 
to them ? 

Dr. Starkie and Irish Primary School 

anagers. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the resolutions of the clerical 
managers of national schools in the 
diocese of Dromore, and in the diocese of 
Ardagh, as to the continuance of Dr. 
Starkie as Resident Commissioner of 
National Education ; and whether he is 
prepared to take any action in the 


| Matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have seen the 
resolutions referred to. I have nothing 
to add to the reply given by me on 
Wednesday last, to a similar Question of 
the hon. Member.+ 


Mr. TULLY: Is the right hon. Gentle- 


/man not aware of the agitation caused in 


Ireland by this gentleman’s conduct ? 


Trade of the Port of Limerick. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, whether he has received resolutions 
from the Limerick Chamber of Commerce 
and Limerick Harbour Board, complaining 
that the Congested Districts Board have, 
to the detriment of the Port of Limerick, 
subsidised the Clyde Company at Cork ; 
and whether he can state on what grounds 
the Board have refused a subsidy to a 
Limerick steamer trading with the south 
and south-west ports. 


t+ See page 147. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: This matter re-| the change of Irish policy connected 
ceived the very careful consideration of | with the appointment of Sir Antony 
the Congested Districts Board, and the | M’Donnel to that position. 
conclusion come to was that a case for sub- 
idising two lines of steamers on the same | Mr. WYNDHAM: The first query is 
coast was not made out. The payment | unusual. In reply, I have to say that 
of the subsidy to the Clyde Company has | the sole ground for accepting Sir David 
been continued for a further period of one | Harrel’s resignation was that it,is impos- 
year, as a tentative measure. | sible to persist in asking a public servant 
1 oe : _ to re-consider a resignation tendered after 

Tliegal F*shing in Dublin Bay. | prolonged, exacting, devoted and distin- 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief | guished service, upon the sole ground of 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire-| ill-health. May I add that I cannot, 
land, whether complaints have been re-| within the compass of an answer, express 
ceived as to the destruction caused in| my gratitude to Sir David Harrel for the 
Dublin Bay to line fishermen by trawlers ; | assistance he has given me, or my admira- 
and whether instructions will be given to | tion of the work he has done for his 
the Commander of the “ Helga,” in Kings- | country. In reply to the second Question, 
town Harbour, to safeguard the rights of |I would refer the hon. Member to the 
line fishermen in Dublin Bay. speech which I made in the House on 

| Monday, 27th Octobert, and to the 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Every precaution | announcement, more than once repeated, 
is taken to prevent illegal fishing in these | that a Land Purchase Bill will be the 
waters, both by the new Department’s | principal measure of next session. 
cruiser and the coastguard. | 
Mr. TULLY: Was not that speech a 

Sligo and the Canadian Mail Service. coercion speech ? 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief | : 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire-| Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): When 
land whether he has received resolutions | the right hon. Gentleman says “ principal ” 
from the Sligo Corporation and Sligo | measure next session, does he mean 
Harbour Board as to the adoption of Sligo | principal Government measure or 
asa port of call for the fast Atlantic mail | principal Irish measure * 
service with Canada; and if he can state | 
whether he proposes to give effect tothese| Tye PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
resolutions. /LORD or tHe TREASURY => J. 

aavem | Batrour, Manchester, E.): I think it is 
Mr. WYNDHAM : [have no power to_ premature to discuss the no bt hierarchical 
give effect to such resolutions. But any | precedence of measures at this stage. 
representations made to me in the matter | 
of harbour facilities in the west of Ireland | Mr. BRYCE: My Question merely 


will receive the consideration of the | : 
arose out of the expression used by the 


Government. ; 
‘right hon. Gentleman, which seemed to 


Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon, | @¢ te be ambiguous. 

Gentleman consent to receive a deputation | r rs : 

: “ . : | Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon. 
from the Sligo Corporation on the subject ? | Gentleman say whether he is prepared to 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Iwill consider that, | 2°°P the policy of coercion ? 


| Prosecutions of Ladies under the Crimes 
Resignation of Sir David Harrel—The | Act. 
New Under Secretary Government Land| fp. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Pusmass Peliey. Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the/j,,q whether he can state how many 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant ladies have been prosecuted for news- 
of Ireland whether he can indicate the paper offences since the passing of the 
grounds upon which the resignation has | (yiminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
heen accepted of Sir David Harrel as| 4,4 1887. how many ladies have been 
Under Secretary ; and if he can state : s . 
when he will be in a position to announce + See preceding volume, page 914. 
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imprisoned under the operations of that | attention has been directed to resolutions 
Act, and what is the nature of the prison | passed by the Londonderry Corporation 
treatment in their cases. requesting him to establish a Sunday 
morning delivery of letters in that city, 
Mr. WYNDHAM: There have been | and will he grant this request. 
two such prosecutions. One was dis- 
missed. Inthe other case the defendant Tye POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
was called upon to give sureties for good | Aysrgn CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
behaviour, or to go to prison in default. E.): The Corporation were informed on 
The conviction was confirmed by the the 29th ultimo that their request for a 
Superior Court. Persons committed to| house to house delivery of letters in the 
prison in default of entering into sureties [ondonderry Town District on Sundays, 
are subject to the rules prescribed for jp place of the present delivery to callers 
prisoners awaiting trial. These rules at the Post Office, will be complied with 
will be found in Parliamentary Papers | jf they will furnish me with an assurance 
Nos. 129 and 189 of this Session. that the inhabitants generally are in 
favour of the change. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman look into the’) fp O'DOHERTY: But has not the 
case he has referred to. It is one which jicht hon. Gentleman received an assur- 
excites a great amount of sympathy all ance from the Corporation, by way of 
over Ireland, and everybody believes this pesolution passed by that body, informing 
lady to be the victim of circumstances. him that the inhabitants are in favour of 
She is not in good health. the change ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Of course the ques- Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
tion of the health of a prisoner always think not. 
receives careful consideration. 
Mr. O'DOHERTY: I happened to be 
Mr. TULLY: Then let her off. present at the meeting at which it was 
| passed. 
Carlow—Prosecutions under the Sanitary 
Laws. Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
Mr. CAREW: I beg to ask Mr. has not reached me personally. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
his attention has been directed to the Mr. O'DOHERTY: Will the right 


prosecutions at the last Carlow Petty |} on Gentleman further inquire ? 
Sessions for breaches of the sanitary ‘ 


laws, which were dismissed, although ‘nleieiomts , rv 
the offences complained of still continue ; | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 
and whether he will take steps to have | of course I will. 

the sanitary laws enforced in these cases. 


Post Office and the Irish Language. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror, Mr. CAREW: I beg to ask the 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINson, London- | Postmaster General whether he is aware 
derry, N.): The prosecutions, which were | that complaints have been made};,in 
instituted at the suit of the District | Navan, county Meath, as to the delay 
Council, were dismissed without prejudice, | and non - delivery of letters addressed 
owing, I believe, to some technical in- | 1 Irish characters to the secretary 
formality in the framing of the summons. of the Navan Branch of the Gaelic 
Fresh proceedings are, I understand, about | League ; and whether he will arrange 
to be instituted. It is the duty of the | that post office officials in Ireland 
local sanitary authority, not of the | shall acquire a knowledge of the Trish 


Crown, to enfore the sanitary laws in language so as to prevent a repetition of 
the district. these complaints. 


Londonderry Postal Arrangements. Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 
Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): Ibeg| such complaint has reached me. As 
to ask the Postmaster General whether his | regards the general Question, I can add 
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nothing to the answer given by me to the 
hon. Member for South Leitrim on the 
10th instant. T 


Mr. TULLY: Why will the right 
hon. Gentleman carry on this boycotting 
of the Irish language % 


Newry Railway Accident. 

Mr. BELL: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether an 
accident which occurred to a fireman 
named Bernard Smith, at Newry on the 
Great Northern Railway (Ireland) on 
15th September last, has been reported 
to the Board of Trade; and, if so, will 
he state when it was reported. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
The accident referred to has not been 
notified to the Board of Trade, and 
inquiry is being made of the Railway 
Company concerned. 


Wreckage off the Donegal Coast. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade what 
steps have been taken by the Irish Lights 
Commissioners to have removed the wreck, 
already reported to them, from the Chan- 
nel, off Burtonport, County Donegal, and 
thereby remove a source of danger to the 
shipping frequenting that coast. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights that they are not aware of the 
existence of any wreck in the Channel off 
Burtonport. The attention of the Board 
of Trade and of the Commissioners was 
called last September to a letter in a 
newspaper stating that the writer had 
seen a wreck seven miles from the west 
end of Tory Island, but all attempts to 
trace the writer of the letter have failed. 
During the present month the Board of 
Trade has received a letter from the 
gentleman who originally forwarded the 
newspaper saying that he, too, had found 
it impossible to trace the writer, and that 
he had come to the conclusion that the 
letter was a hoax. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hor. Gentleman instruct the Irish Lights 
Commissioners to make a search for the 
wreckage ? 


{12 NovEMBER 1902} 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: So far as 
can be learned, it has not been seen by 
anybody. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: But have you not 
received a letter from a county councillor 
and local magistrate stating that the wreck 
had been seen ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 


aware of it. 
| Mr. O'DOHERTY : Youacknowledged 
| the receipt. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Oh, it was 


an anonymous letter, I believe. 





Armagh Income Tax Appeals. 

| *Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Commissioners of Income Tax do 
not now sit for the hearing of Appeals in 
the city of Armagh as formerly, and that, 
in consequence, appellants from Armagh 
and the neighbouring district are put to 
| cost and inconvenience by having to go to 
Portadown; and whether, seeing that 
Armagh is central for the county, also the 
county town, he will direct that sittings 
of the Court shall he held there in future. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hayes FIsHer, 
Fulham): The Special Commissioners of 
Income Tax have not sat at Armagh since 
1900, but they would be ready to do so in 
any year in which the amount of business 
there may make it desirable. 


Mr. LONSDALE: There were no fewer 
than forty Appeals at the last sittings, and 
the appellants had to travel from Armagh 
to Portadown. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER: I was not aware 
of that, but it seems to point to the 
desirability of holding the sittings at 
Armagh in such a case. 


Londonderry Shipbuilding Yard. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the Londonderry Shipbuilding 
Yard has been lately examined by Admi- 
ralty experts with a view to the placing 
of work in that yard; and whether the 
Admiralty will consider the advisability 
of having repairs executed in London- 
derry to His Majesty’s ships stationed in 














t See page 462. 


or off the Irish coast. 
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THE SECRETARY to tHE ADMI- | 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The Londonderry Shipbuilding 
Yard was inspected in April, 1901, and, as 
a result of that inspection, was placed on 
the Admiralty Shipbuilding List for small 
vessels, and the Company has been in- 
vited to tender for several orders. A 
later inspection has taken place during 
the present year, and, in consequence of 
the reports received as to its capabilities, 
the Yard has now been placed on the 
List for the repair of hulls of vessels up 
to and including third class cruisers. 
The Admiral Superintendent of Naval 
Reserves has been so informed. 


Port Erlin (Lough Swilly) Boat Slip. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : 1 beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether any 
arrangement has as yet been arrived at 
by the War Department with the Con- | 
gested Districts Board of Ireland with | 
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Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Ido not imagine 
that it would be possible to appoint a 
body with statutory powers except by 
Act of Parliament. That would be a 
rather formidable undertaking, and I 
should not like to go beyond what | said 
yesterday in answer to the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite. f 


NEW BILL. 


Electric Lighting Acts Amendment 
(Scotland). 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHaM Murray, Buteshire) in bringing 
in a Bill to amend the borrowing provi- 
sions of the Electric Lighting Act, 1882, 
and the Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 
1890, explained that its object was to get 
over a difficulty which had arisen under 
the existing Electric Lighting Acts, and 
which was calculated to press hardly on 
local authorities. Under these Acts it 
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reference to the construction of a boat! was provided that the provisions as to 
slip for fishermen at Port Erlin, Leenan | borrowing powers should be on the same 





Head, Lough Swilly. 


Mr. BRODRICK : In October, 1901, 
the Congested Districts Board asked and 
received permission to make a_prelim- 
inary survey for the purpose of erecting 
a breakwater at Port Erlin. The survey 
is understood to have been made in 
March, 1902. No further communi- 
cation, however, has been received from 
the Congested Districts Board. 


London Street Traffic—Proposed Royal 
Commission. 

*Sirk J. DICKSON POYNDER (Wilt- 
shire, Chippenham): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if he can state 
what action the Government intend to 
take in connection with schemes for 
London locomotion; whether he will 
consider the advisability of appointing 
a Royal Commission to inquire into the 
question of London locomotion generally, 
and specially as to the advisability of 
appointing a body with statutory powers 
to deal with it; and if so, whether he 
will, pending the Report of the Commis- 
sion, defer any action being taken in the 
matter. I may say that I only ask to- 
day particularly with regard to the latter 
part of my Question. The remaining 
portion was replied to yesterday. 


|lines as in the Gas Acts, and unfor- 
‘tunately it had been ruled that where 
/money had already been borrowed for 
|gas purposes the amount must be taken 
into account with regard to powers for 
| borrowing for electric lighting. That 
| certainly was not the intention of the 
| Act, and hence ashort Act was necessary 
to remedy the difficulty. 


Bill to amend the borrowing provisions 

of the Electric Lighting Act, 1882, and 

\the Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act 

| 1890, ordered to be brought in by the 

Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General 
for Scotland. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS AMEND- 
MENT (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To amend the borrowing provisions 
of The Electric Lighting Act, 1882, and 
The Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 
1890,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
tomorrow, and to be printed. [Bill 301.] 


IRISH VALUATION ACTS. 
Report from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence and an Ap- 
pendix, brought up, and read (Inquiry 
not completed]. 








+ See page 60}. 
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be printed. [No. 370.] 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
[GRANTS]. 


the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of certain Annua 
Grants to Local Education Authorities 
in pursuance of any Act of the present 
Session to make further provision with 
respect to Education in England an 

Wales (King’s recommendation signified), 
tomorrow.—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 





(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 12 :— 


(2.40.) Mr. LUKE WHITE (York- 
shire, E.R., Buckrose) said the matter 
referred to in the Amendment he 
rose to move had been to a certain 
extent dealt with by the alterations 
made in a former Clause ; still he con- 
sidered, with regard to joint committees 
dealing with two districts having 
matters relating to education, those 
committees should receive the direct 


authorities. 








present time in county boroughs it was 
necessary that all the proceedings of the 
Education Department authority should 
be brought before the Council for adop- 
tion, but in the counties a different 
method of procedure was adopted, the 
Councils having power to delegate their 
authority to any committee, with such 
vowers as they thought fit. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to | 
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Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted.” 


| THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRSI 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 


Committee to consider of authorising | B4;royr,Mancherter, E.)said he gathered 


that the hon. Member’s object had been 
more or less met by modifications 
already introduced into the Bill. Did 
he care to press the Amendment under 
the circumstances ! The matter could, if 
necessary, be further dealt with in the 
' schedule, but he was not convinced that 
it would not be better to leave it to the 
local authorities to deal with the point 
in the schemes they presented. He 
preferred the latter course, as it would 
‘leave room for such elasticity of arrange- 
ments as might be rendered expedient 
by the varied circumstances of the 
different localities. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
| shire, Forest of Dean) said that when the 
Committee discussed the question of the 
| frequency of meetings and certain other 
connected subjects, it was understood— 
|although the Government did not abso- 
lutely pledge itselfi—the matter should 
_ be raised on the schedule. If, however, 
his hon. friend preferred to press his 
Amendment to a division, he would 
suggest that the words “or joint” 
should be omitted from it. 


attention and control of the education | 
He believed that at the | 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) asked the 
| Prime Minister if he could not expedite 
the presentation of the schedule dealing 
‘with the question of the frequency of 
meetings both of committees and 
/managers. Since the point was last 
under discussion he had received letters 
'from schoolmasters stating that their 
managers seldom if ever met. In one 


If his case there had been no meeting for 


Amendment were carried it would leave twelve years, and in ancther for five 


the law in regard to Education Commit- | 
tees to be appointed under this Section | 
in the same position in all respects as it | 
now stood. 

Amendment proposed— | 


“Tn page 5, line 15, at the end, to insert the 
words ‘(6) The meetings and proceedings of 
any Education Committee constituted under 
this section shall be subject in all respects to | 
the same provisions and regulations as those | 
which now affect any ordinary or joint com- | 
nittees of any Council.’”—(Mr. Luke White.) 





years. As they had to deal with the 
remainder of the Bill in a huzry, it was 
desirable that right hon. Gentlemen 
should have the Government proposals 
without delay. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR replied that the 
request of the hon. Gentleman was not 
at all unreasonable, and due expedition 
would be shown in putting the schedule 
on the Paper. The statement as to the 
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non-meeting of managers was, he be- 
lieved, perfectly correct. As to the 
Amendment, he was still far from con- 
vinced that it would not be much better to 
leave it to the local authorities to arrange 
this matter by scheme. He could not, 
however, give any pledge. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) was very sorry to hear that, 
especially as they were to have a limited 
time for the discussion of the schedule. 
He urged the hon. Member to press the 
Amendment, in order that they might 
have the sense of the House. He also 
suggested that the words “or joint” 
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feel it his duty to move an Amendment 
to the Amendment. 


Mr. LUKE WHITE said he would 
adopt the suggestion to omit the words 
“or joint.” 


Amendment amended— 


** By leaving out the words ‘or joint.’ — 
(Mr. Luke White.) 


(2.43.) Question put, “That those 
words, as amended, be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 95; 





should be left out, otherwise he would 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,Charles P(Glouc. ,Stroud 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 





Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred | 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Grittith, Ellis J. 


| 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. | 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | 
Balearres, Lord 


Noes, 150. 


AYES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 


M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
| Mather, Sir William 
| Moss, Samuel 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 

Palmer,SirCharles VM. (Durham 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


| Philipps, John Wynford 
| Rigg, Richard 
| Roberts, John Byrn (Eifion) 


NOES. 


Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 


Carew, James Laurence 


(Division List No. 499). 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, Herbert L (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Kt. Hn.C.R. (N’thants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. RB.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfoik) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T (Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 











TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Luke White and Mr. 
Henry J. Wilson. 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E- 
Cohen, Benjamia Louis 

| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

| Cranboroe, Viscount 


| Campbell, RtHnJ. A.(Glasgow | Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Denny, Colonel 


| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw _H. Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire | Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Balfour Rt.Hn.GeraldW(Leeds | 
Barry, Sir FrancisT.(Windsor) | 
Beckett, Ernest William 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


Chamberlain, Rt Hon.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt HaJ.A( Wore. 


| Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


Doughty, George 
| Douglas, Ri. Hon. A. Akers- 
| Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
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Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes,Hon, Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt HnSirJ.(Manch’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby-(Line. 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE.W.(B’rySEdm’nds 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Healy, Timothy Michael 


Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley | 


Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E.) 
Hope, J. F.(Shetheld, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickerteths 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood 
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Kennedy, Patrick James 
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) Reid, James (Greenock) 


Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) | Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 


Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 


| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt,Hn. Walter(bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


| Lowther, Rt.Hon. James( Kent | 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


| Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 
Macartney, RtHn. W.G. Ellison | 


Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore,John Throgmort’n 
Milvain, Thomas 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Grav C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | 


Myers, William Henry 
O’Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 


Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard | 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 


| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
| Ropner, Colonel Robert 
| Roy’s, Clement Molyneux 
| Rutherford, John 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
| Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
| Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ. 
| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
| Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n, N 
| Tollemache, Henry James 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Tuke, Sir John Batty 
| Tully, Jasper 
| Welby, Lt.-Col. AC E(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG.K. (Notts. ) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H (Ashton un 1. Lyne 


| Williams,RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 


Wodehonse, RtHon. E.R. (Bath 


| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


Wortley,Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


| Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


tattigan, Sir William Henry | 








Sm ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.) moved to leave out sub-Section 
(6), which is as follows— 

“In Wales and Monmouthshire any county 
governing body constituted under a scheme 
made in pursuance of the Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act, 1889, shall be the education 
committee under this Act of the council of the 
county or county borough, unless any other 
scheme is proposed by the council.” 


and to insert the new sub-Sectionstanding 
in hisname. Those with whom he was 
closely identified fully appreciated the 
compliment paid them bythe Government 


in respect of the admirable work done by | 


the existing bodies in Wales, so far as the | (6) stand part of the Clause.” 


administration of the Technical Instruc- | 


tion Act was concerned, but he wished 
strongly to urge that they preferred that 
all education in Wales should come under 
one authority. The object of the Amend- 
ment was to avoid dual control. In 
Wales they should have one authority 
dealing with every section of education. 





Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 16, to leave out sub-Section 
(6), and insert : (6) ‘ Any scheme for establishing 
an education committee of the council of any 
county or county borough in Waies or of the 
county of Monmouth or county borough of New- 
port, shall provide that the county governing body 
constituted under The Welsh Intermediate Edu- 
cation Act, 1889, for any such county or county 
borough shall cease to exist, and shall make 
such provision as appears necessary or expedient 
for the transfer of the powers, duties, property , 


/ and liabilities of any such body to the local 


education authority under this Act, and for 
making the provisions of this section applicable 
to the exercise by the local education authority 
of the powers so transferred.’”—(Sir Alfred 
Thomas.) 


Question proposed ‘ That sub-Section 


(3.0.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that 
as the Committee was aware. and as the 
hon. Gentleman had stated, sub-Section 
(6) was inserted in order to meet what 
were supposed to be the views of the 
Welsh Members in regard to bodies that 
had done admirable service for education 
in Wales in the past. Of course, the 
Government could not but weleome any 
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change in the Bill that would put Wales 
in the same position as England in regard 
to education ; and in the circumstances 
he would be glad, on behalf of the 
Government, to accept the Amendment. 


*Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire) said he was sorry to have 
to introduce a discordant note. The 
change, however, which was proposed 
was of a much more serious character 
than many hon. Membersimagined. The 
constitution of the bodies to which the 
right hon. Gentleman had referred in 
such generous terms, and which would 


be endorsed by all who were acquainted | 


with the Welsh system, differed from 
the constitution of the education com- 
mittees to be established by the Bill. 


The Committee might perhaps remember | 
omission of , 


that he moved the 
sub-Section (6) of Clause 12, which 
provided for the appointment by the 
council, on the nomination, where it 
appeared desirable, of other bodies, 
of persons of experience in education, 
and of persons acquainted with the 
needs of various kinds of schools. 
The county governing body in Wales 
which carried out the Welsh Inter- 
mediate system was constituted on some- 
what similar lines; but there was one 
serious difference. The appointing 
bodies under the Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act were all of an undenomi- 
national unsectarian character. From 
a Return recently issued on the Motion 
of his hon. friend the Member for 
Denbigh Boroughs, it would be seen 
that the great majority of the members 
of the county governing bodies were 


appointed by the County Councils, the | 


minority, representing other interests, 
being appointed by the educational 
bodies or by public bodies ; and, in every 
case, with two or three exceptions, the 
educational body was the University 
College, the School Board, and not 
the managers of non - provided 
schools. It came out very clearly in 
the discussion on Clause 12 that it was 
the intention of the Government to 
have representatives of denominations 
on the education committees, as well as 
representatives of public bodies ; whereas, 
under the Welsh system, which entirely 
excluded anything like sectarianism, 
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| whatever imposed. This had not 
prevented harmonious  co- operation 
‘between Churchmen and _ Nop. 
conformists. Indeed, the Bishop of 
St. David’s had rendered most valu- 
-able services educationally, not only 
|on the body with which he was con- 
| nected, but also generally. Under 
| the Welsh system, all denominational 
trouble was excluded from the schools; 
but now that policy was about 
|to be reversed by the Government. 
If he had anything to do with the new 
Act, he would say frankly that he 
' would gladly do his best to work it; but 
he looked forward with the gravest ap. 
prehension to working a denominational, 
as opposed to an undenominational, 


system, in that way. It might 
work well in England, but it would 
not work well in Wales. The 


number of denominational institutions 
was considerable ; and if the policy of 
subsidising one religious body were 
adopted, the claims of other religious 
bodies would be irresistible. He could 
conceive no worse fate for education 
than that. He would not discuss the 
larger question as to how far unde- 
nominational education was hostile to 
religion. The question did not arise 
in Wales, because, whatever else might 
be said of that country, it could not be 
denied that it was predominantly 
religious ; and no such trouble as was 
apprehended by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite would occur there. To abolish 
bodies with such a record, and which, 
not merely by the members who composed 
them, but by the manner in which they 
were constituted, were admirably 
suited for educational work would, he 
thought, be a very great mistake. He 


| would conclude with an appeal to the 
| Prime Minister. They all recognised the 


right hon. Gentleman’s courtesy, and the 
manner in which he had conducted the 
debates on the Bill. They had had a few 
differences of opinion, which, however, did 


‘ notinterferewith their mutual respect. He 


wasquitecertain thatthe right hon. Gentle: 
man did not desire to cause more friction 
or more trouble, or more administrative 
inconvenience than was _ absolutely 


necessary, and he therefore appealed to 


his hon. friend the Chairman of the 


| Welsh Party, to whom he was sorry to 


there was absolutely no religious test | find himself in opposition, to allow the 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
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withdrawal of the Amendment, and to 
the right hon. Gentleman to withdraw 
his acceptance of it. The withdrawal of 
the Amendment would still leave the 
County Councils with the fullest control 
of the county governing bodies. If a 
County Council felt that a county 
governing body was not capable of 
carrying out the additional work that 
would be imposed on it under the Bill, 
they had only to go to the Board of 
Education; and if, on the other hand, 
the Council were satisfied that the 
county governing body could administer 
elementary as well as secondary educa- 
tion, then the Bill would operate in the 
way that it now proposed. He would 
appeal to his hon. friend and to the right 
hon. Gentleman to allow the Amendment 
to be withdrawn. 





Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
District) said he need hardly state that 
any observations with regard to Welsh 
education, and to the system now in exis- 
tence for some years, which were made by 
his hon. friend the Member for Mont- 
gomery, would be listened to with the 
utmost respect by hon. Members on that 
side of the House, and, he believed, by 
hon, Gentlemen opposite also. His hon. 
friend had, since the Central Board was 
set up under the Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act, ably presided over it ; 
and the recent Report which was pub- 
lished showed what admirable strides 
had been made in regard to secondary and 
higher education in Wales during the last 
few years. But he thought his hon. 
friend was hardly justified in some 
of the observations which he had made 
with regard to the Amendment. The 
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matter was not freefrom complexity and 
difficulty, and he admitted that it was | 
only with reluctance that he would sup- | 
port the Amendment of his hon. friend | 
the Member for East Glamorgan. As 
the matter was one of some complex’‘v, 
he might be aliowed to ask the Attorney 
General whether the construction he 
would put on subNection 6 as it stood, 
and upon its effect, was or was not 
correct. The subSection stated that in 
Wales and Monmouthshire any county 
governing body constituted under a 
scheme made in pursuance of the Welsh 
Intermediate Education Act, 1889, should | 
be the education committee, under the | 
Act, of the Council of the County or 
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County Borough, unless any other scheme 
was proposed by the Council. Therefore, 
if the sub-Section were allowed to stand 
there would be two alternatives. One 
was that the county governing body be- 
came automatically the education com- 
mittee under the Act. These bodies 
were made under the Act of 1889 con- 
jointly with the Endowed Schools Act of 
1869, and they dealt not simply with the 
rate that the County Councils were em- 
powered to levy under the Act of 1889, 
but with schemes in reference to en- 
dowed schools and also considerable 
property under an arrangement with the 
Charity Commissioners. All these 
schemes went through the proceedings 
involved by the Endowed Schools Act; 
and had virtually the force of statutes. 
These county governing bodies were 
arranged not for elementary education 
but for secondary education. They 
were bodies which were not adapted 
to deal with the work which the 
education committees under this Bill 
would have to do. As he understood 
the effect of Clause 12 and the pre- 
ceding Clauses of the Bill, the edu- 
cation committees would be practically 
doing the work which the School Boar 
did at the present time. They would 
have to appoint the teachers, and in South 
Wales and Monmouthshire there were 
no fewer than 2,591 teachers in elemen- 
tary schools who objected to be placed 
under the control of the county governing 
body. So much for the first alternative. 
He did not dvubt that the county 
governing bodies would do their duty 
to elementary education, as they had 
done it to secondary education, but if he 
was asked whether they would do the 
work the School Boards were doing now, 
his answer would be in the negative. 
The other alternative was that if “any 
other scheme” was proposed by the 
county governing body—that was, a 
scheme under this Bill—there would 
be a new education committee, which 
would deal not only with elementary 
but also with higher or secondary edu- 
cation. Thus there would be a double 
authority. Therefore Wales was placed 
in a dilemma. His original view was 
that it would be better to leave out 
sub-Section 6, but there were grave 
objections to taking that course, and he 
thought the Amendment of the hon. 
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Member for East Glamorgan would be 
the best course to pursue, in order to 
preserve the Welsh system. 


* Mr. KENYON (Denbigh) said he was 
happy to think there was no very great 
difference of opinion between hon. 
Members on this question. The Prime 
Minister had tried to meet the wishes of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, and the course 
he proposed would obviate any difficulty 
that might arise under the sub-Section 
as it now stood. It was said the sub- 
Section should be deleted altogether. 
He did not think there was much 
to choose between the two courses, 
but whichever was adopted, it should go 
forth that it was not adopted from any 
feeling that the county governing bodies 
should cease to exist by reason of their 
failure to do the work which had been 
entrusted to them. There could be 
but one opinion as to those bodies which 
had done their work admirably. That 
statement might not commend itself to 
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and therefore he hoped his hon. friend 
would see his way to withdrawing his 
Amendment. No one who had any 
knowledge at all of the constitution and 
work of the county governing bodies 
could wish to see them destroyed, 
but if another body under this Bill 
was introduced into Wales and the 
county governing bodies were eliminated, 
an element would be introduced which 
would be altogether different from 
the Act of 1889. He thought if this 
Amendment were accepted, it would be 
contrary to the opinion of the great 
majority of the people of Wales, and that 
it would introduce into the Councils those 
denominational elements which would 
be very irritating to the people of the 
Principality. It was suggested that 
under the Amendment the County 
Councils would have the selection of 
the new bodies, but nothing in sub- 
Section (6) deprived the Welsh County 
Councils of the powers conferred on 
English County Councils by the Bill. 








the noble Lord the Member for Green-| The county governing authorities were 
wich, whose appreciation of the Celtic | only to be the education committees 
fringe was not hisstrong point, but, with |in the event of the County Councils 
the exception of the noble Lord, there | not deciding otherwise, so that if the 
was no person who could say that, from | County Councils chose they could at 
first to last, these county governing | once exercise all the powers and duties 
bodies had not devoted themselves; given under this Clause, so that the 
entirely to the improvement of education. | Amendment was comparatively valueless. 
He hoped in the future that would be | If this Amendment were carried, and the 
put to their credit, and that whatever | Act of 1889 was permitted to remain in 
happened many members of these bodies | force, he did not know but what there 
might become members of the new | might betwo bodies in conflict. Theyknew 
bodies to be created by this Bill. ‘exactly where they were with the county 
| governing-bodies, but they did not know 
|Where they would be under the Bill 
| Upon the education ccommittee were to 
| be persons nominated by bodies which 


*Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.) said 
several reasons had been advanced in 
favour of this Amendment. First of all, it ‘ . 
was said that there would be a double | Were ot defined, but which might be 


authority, and secondly, that these | denominational, whereas there were no 
authorities would have to do the work of | TePresentatives of purely religious bodies 
the present School Boards. He did not | °? the county governing bodies in 
think there would bea divided authority, Wales. Those authorities had done 

jq| excellent work for ten or twelve years; 





neither did he anticipate—there would 
be any difficulty in the county governing- 
bodies discharging the duties of the 
School Boards, because by Section 15, 
the education committee had power to 


people of all shades of political and 
religious opinion acknowledged that the 
present arrangement had worked har 
moniously, and it would be a great pity 
to abolish bodies which had done such 


delegate to district or parish councils or 
other local bodies, the duties which it 
would have to discharge under this Bill. 
He saw no difficulty in the way of the 
county governing bodies of Wales dis- 
charging their duties under this Bill, 


Mr. Brynmor Jones 


excellent work. 


(3.35.) Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Car 
narvonshire, Eifion) appealed to his hon. 
friend to withdraw the Amendment. At 
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173 Education 
first he was enamoured of the proposal 
to have one authority, but on further 
consideration he was convinced of its 
dangers. The present system had 
worked exceedingly well. He did not 
say there had never been criticism on 
the constitution of any of the county 
governing bodies, but there was cer- 
tainly no strong body of opinion at all 
hostile to them or to the way in which 
they had administered the Welsh Inter- 
mediate Education Act. Under this 
proposal they were not exchanging one 
animal tested and examined for another 
similarly tested and examined; they 
were exchanging one tested for a pig 
in a poke, and as yet they did not 
know what shape the creature would 
eventually assume. If the scheme was 
to be framed primarily by the County | 
Council, he would be disposed to accept 
it, but it was to be approved by the’ 
Education Department, and if the 
Department disagreed with the County 
Council, it was to be framed exclusively 
by the Department. It would be better 
not to make such a vast experiment 
so suddenly. Further, the schemes 
for the carrying out of the Act 
would be subject to the education 
committee, and in the last resort 
to the control of the County Council. 
That was a great safeguard so far as 
elementary education was concerned, 
because, even if a bad scheme were 
adopted and unsuitable persons pitch- 
forked on to the committee, that 
committee would be subject, in regard 
to matters of elementary education, 
to revision and control in every 
respect by the County Council. But the 
action of that same committee would not 
be subject so far as the Intermediate 
Education Act of 1889 was concerned. 
That point had been completely over- 
looked. They were not so much afraid 
of the proposal as affecting elementary 
education, because they had confidence 
in their County Councils, but to make 
the Education Committee supreme in the | 
other matters would be going much too | 
hurriedly, and he therefore asked his 
hon. friend to withdraw the Amendment | 
so that the matter might be further | 
considered. 


Question put, and negatived, 
VOL. CXIV. 
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Question, ‘“‘ That those words be there 
inserted,” put and agreed to. 


Question proposed, “‘ That Clause 12 as 
amended stand part of the Bill.”’ 


Mr. WHITLEY said that since the 
discussion on the early part of the 
Clause he had taken the opinion 
of those most qualified to speak 
on matters of municipal and county 
government with respect to the effect 
of the provision that questions should 
“stand referred” to the education com- 
mittee, and they confirmed his con- 
tention that the words would deprive 
the municipal or county authority of the 
power of dealing with any ‘educational 
question except through the education 
committee. If a member gave notice 
of a desire to raise some broad question 
of educational policy, such as that in- 
sufficient attention was given to manual 
training in the schools, the words “stand 
referred” would compel the chairman 
of the authority to rule the resolution 
out of order. There would be nothing 
to compel the education committee to 
present a report upon such a question as 
that. With the words “ stand referred ” 
in the Clause the authority had no 
power at all, for it could only act by 
means of its education committee, and 
any group of ratepayers could not have 
direct access to the ear of the supreme 
authority. He thought the Attorney 
General might give further consideration 
to that matter and bring up some 
modification of the phrase, so that 
the authority should be supreme and 
not handicapped in that way. Then 
there was the question of nomination 
where it appeared desirable. In the 
composition of Technical Instruction Com- 
mittees that plan had been tried and 
failed. There was no_ possibility of 
drawing any reasonable line as to what 
bodies should have a right of nominating. 
When the Chamber of Commerce claimed 
the right to nominate a member, the 
Labour Trades Council would also claim a 
similar right, and the thing would grow 
to such an extent that every local body 
would demand a representative, and the 
Council would be compelled to say that 
they would not appoint anybody except 
individuals qualified for the work, and 
refuse to have any outside nominations. 
This system of nomination had been tried 
and failed. 


2D 
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(3.50.) Srrk WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Monmouthshire, W.) said that before 
they parted from Clause 12 herwished to 
make an appeal to the Government to 
alter its present shape before they came 
to the Report stage. If this Bill passed, 
he was sure that everybody would desire 
that it should be made workable. Setting 
aside the general principles for which 
they had contended, it was, in his opinion, 
impossible that the constitution of the 
committee of the County Councils could 
work if the provision stood as it remained 
at present. These County Councils would 
be called upon to form their schemes for 
their own committees, which would be 
the executive body of the County Council. 
They would form their scheme, and no 
doubt they would form it in accordance 
with their own judgment and the wishes 
of their constituencies, and they would 
have the right and power under their 
own scheme to carry out their own work 
according to their own view. That would 
be the natural condition of things. But | 
what was to become of this scheme when 
it was formed? It was to be sent to an 
outside body, namely, the Education 
Department in Whitehall, for review | 
and to obtain their consent; and | 
what was this body going to do with 
the scheme of the County Council ? | 
Under the Biil they were to have an | 
inquiry. The Council would nominate | 
such persons as they thought desirable. | 
But the Council might not desire to | 





appoint. In this case there must be a | 
conflict between the two bodies. They 
started with a dual authority. They | 


had heard a good deal about a single | 
authority, but the moment this Council 
met, it made its scheme and another 
authority was brought in to revise. 
They had totally changed the character 
of that bedy. 

Let them consider how the thing 
worked, because really this was a 
question as to whether or not this 
scheme was going to be workable. They 
started by inviting the County Council 
to appoint its own committee. It 
would form its scheme and then it 
would be subject to revision and possibly 
to the overruling of another authority 
in respect to its constitution. If it 
appeared desirable to the Board of 
Education they would settle whom the | 
rest of the committee was to consist of. | 
He could not help saying again that this | 
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would be a great indignity to the 
Council, and they were starting their 
plan in a shape which was absolutely 
unworkable. No County Council would 
accept a scheme of that character. 
What was going to happen to their 
scheme? The words were that the 
Board of Education “may” have an 
inquiry. An inquiry for whom ? What 
character was that inquiry to be? Was 
anybody to be able to come before the 
inquiry and say, ‘I have a right to 
be on the committee of the County 
Council?” This Inquiry was to be 
initiated not by the County Council, 
but by the Board of Education, 
and yet it was to overrule the County 
Council. They had entrusted technical 
instruction to the County Council, and 
they had not in the past imposed upon 
them conditions of that character, but 
had allowed them to act according to 
their own judgment. They were to 
have co-optation at the option of the 
County Council, but who was going 
to judge as to who were to be co-opted? 
It was quite p'ain under this Clause that 
it was not the County Council who would 
havethe power of co-opting outside mem- 
bers. They would have a number of com- 
peting sectscoming forward, allclaimingto 
be upon the committee under the scheme, 
and the Board of Education would have 
to hold an inquiry intothe matter. It 
would then, as he understood, be for the 
Education Department to amend the 


| scheme, or to insist on the scheme being 


altered by the County Council according 
to their view of the various bodies claim- 
ing to be put on the committee. He 
ventured to urge upon the Government 
that before the Bill became law they 
should alter this condition of things, 
for he was perfectly certain that if the 
Board of Education forced on to the 
committee denominational representa 
tives who were not desired by the local 
education authority, they would embroil 
the authority in religious difficulties at 
the very starting point. If the First 
Lord would tell the Committee that he 
did not mean that an outside authority 
should insist upon putting denomina- 
tional representatives on this committee 
whether the County Council desired 
them or not, the objection he had made 
would be removed to a certain degree. 
but so sure as an outside authori'* 
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attempted to put denominational repre- | 


sentatives on the committee without the 
consent of the Council so surely wouldthey 
cause @ conflict at once and make the 
carrying out of the scheme impossible. 
There were many members of the 
County Councils who were not favourable 
to undertaking this work at all. On 
the 5th of November this year the Right 
Hon. Lord Tredegar was in the Chair 
at a meeting of the County Council of 
Monmouth, when, by a large majority, 
a motion with reference to this Bill was 


eaarried. the concluding words being 
“that they respectfully inform the 


Government that if passed in its present 
shape, this Council cannot be responsible 
for its administration.” Surely it was of 
interest to disarm this hostility so far as 
they could on the part of the County 
Councils. If this Bill were presented to 
them in a shape which practically took 
away from them the authority they 
were in the habit o exercising in the 
vlection of their own committees, and 
ii they were exposed to having their 
whemes overruled, they would not be 
very willing to undertake the work 
proposed to be imposed upon them by 
the Bill. He read sub-Section (/) as 
con'erring a power to impose on them 
that which they had not chosen, they 
did not wish, and that which they 
would be very ,likely to resist. What 
would be the situation then of the 
education authority? There was no 
veret about it. What this meant was 
that denominational people were to be 
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put on the committee, possibly against 
the wish of a Council which was not 
lnominational. That was a _ most 
|ngerous thing, and it was a thing 
which would make the Bill unworkable. 
He hoped that before the Clause came 
up again on Report the Government 
vould reconsider the matter. 


There was one other point he should 
ike to refer to, and that was the way in 
vhich the Council were placed with regard 
iotheir authority, which the Government 
ald was supreme. In this it would be 
very well if the Government thought 
it to make some modification. The 
llause provided that the County Council, 
vhich was the supreme authority, should 
hot exere se any of the powers it posses- 
vd until it had consulted this Com- 
uittee, except in cases of urgency. 
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That was limiting the authority of the 
Council. Why was the Council not 
to have the power this House had of 
instructing its Committees ? They 
should have power to instruct the 
committee in the general principles on 
which they desired the committee to 
act, leaving the details to the committee 
If the Councils were to be supreme, how 
could Parliament say that they were 
not to have authority to instruct their 
committees? It seemed to him that 
in this Clause they were cribbing and 
confining the Council to a degree which 
would destroy their authority and 
deprive them of the representative 
character which was claimed for them. 
The real representative authority should 
do the work which was confided to 
them. He believed the Government 
would make the Bill a great deal more 
workable if they took the shackles off 
the County Council which the Bill in 
its present shape imposed on them. 
That would do a great deal to remove 
the difficulties an1 objections which were 
strongly felt to the Bill. Above all, he 
implored the Government not to throw 
out this apple of religious discord at 
the beginning of the proceedings by 
imposing denominational nominees on 
the education committee. 


(4.8.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I feel 
that it is due to the right hon. Gentle- 
man to say a few words in answer to the 
speech he has made, and I will make 
these words as few as possible, partly 
because we have really discussed in 
Committee all the points he has raised in 
the speech we have just heard, and also 
because I think there are gentlemen in 
the House who are anxious to pass on to 
the consideration of the next Clause. I, 
of course, echo the wish with which the 
right hon. Gentleman concluded his 
speech. With him I earnestly deprecate 
the intrusion of religious controversy in 
these questions of education. I have 
kept them out as much as I can, but it 
cannot be done completely, [ am afraid. 
I really do think, though I am not over 
sanguine, that if this Bill is given a fair 
chance it will be found by everybody, 
whatever the prevailing colour of his 
religious opinion, to work without any 
undue friction, or causing any undue 
religious bitterness. The right hon. 
Gentleman had a right to suppose that 
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everybody concerned in this matter 
would be as unreasonable as_ possible. 
I agree that it is legitimate to put forward 
an extreme case. Let the Committee 
remember that it is an extreme case 
which the right hon. Gentleman has put 
forward. He supposed that the educa- 
tion authority would go to loggerheads 
with the Education Department ; that 
they would send up scheme after scheme 
to the Education Department for approval, 
and that the Education Department would 
time after time refuse that approval until 
the machinery of a Provisional Order 
was called in, and the assent of this 
House was asked to a scheme not pro- 
posed by the education authority but 
initiated from Whitehall. I do not think 
that will happen. That is an extreme, 
and, | venture to say, an extravagant 
case; but even if we do assume it, 
remember that this Clause, in its present 
form, makes it perfectly clear that 
however recalcitrant the education 
committee may be it is the education 
authority that will be supreme. Suppose 
that it did happen that a scheme was 
forced on them unwillingly by the House 
of Commons : the County Council are 
supreme. They may not listen to the 
advice of the education committee 

they need not take their counsel; they 
are the judges of whether a case is one 
of urgency and whether the education 
committee are to be permitted to deal 
with it at the beginning. In these 
circumstances it does seem to me that 
the supremacy ot the popularly elected 
body is absolutely secured by the Bill in 
its present form, and I trust when that 
is realised more completely than now, in 
those districts of the country where this 
Bill is looked upon with the greatest 
hostility, they will feel that popular 
control in its full sense is a great reality, 
and that they will endeavour, as English- 
men usually do endeavour, to make the 
best of the scheme, even if it is not the 
scheme which they themselves would 
desire. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: May I 
ask one question? Would it not be in 
the power of the County Council to 
constitute the committee entirely from 
its own members to carry out their own 
work, without any other persons being 
foisted upon them? That, I think, 
would be a fair test of their supremacy. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, they 
would not, because a friend of the right 
hon. Gentleman put in a sub-Section 
which makes it absolutely obligatory 
that we should not rely upon the casual 
charity of County Councils, but should 
insist that one woman should be on the 
committee. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I except 
the woman. Apart from that, might 
they appoint a committee exclusively 
of their own members ? ; 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Barring the J | 
woman! That seems to me to be rather 

a large exception. No doubt they could § ° 
send to the Education Department a 
scheme which included only members of 
















the County Council. pF 
Sim WILLIAM HARCOURT: Could § ° 
they insist ? . 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of cours ff |: 
they would not; I do not think that by 
they would ever do it. [OPPOSITION cries ‘o 
of ‘‘Look at sub-Section ()).”"] If the th 
Committee asks me whether that isag 
very desirable plan, I should not le - 
prepared to say, and what view the” 
Education Department would take of it, ti 
I cannot, of course, say; but in that be 
respect I think the matter is perfectly ~ 
clear. I hope I will not be considered to re 
have treated the right hon. Gentleman 
with scant courtesy. I have given iff, 
sufficient reply for the moment, consider “aq 
ing the occasion, and I hope the Com 1, 
mittee will consent toembody the scheme§ }, 
as amended, in this Bill. "ad 
Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) said bf 
would point out a matter which wi ~-" 
of the greatest importance—viz., thal Ther 
sub-Section (6) was imperative. It sai aie! 
that every— “a 


‘Such scheme would provide... for thf shor 
appointment by the Council, on the nominatia Ord 
where it appears desirable, of other bodies, “74° 
persons of experience in education, and Was e 
persons acquainted with the needs of tf more 
various kinds of schools in the area for whit 


the Council acts.” Sectio 
: schem 

These words seemed to impose on tif; 
: < . F tion « 
Board of Education that in making §;,. - 


scheme in accordance with the requif,) ., 
ments of the Bill the committee mu 


contain persons appointed by the lot lrgely 


would 
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body. He must remark, in regard to! 
what the right hon. Gentleman had 
said, that he did not think any difficulty 
would incur, that the right hon. Gentle- 
man should remember that in these 
schemes the last word was with the 
Board of Education. It was they that 
were to decide. It was all very well for 
the County Council to make suggestions, 
but the Board of Education could over- 
tule There were some important 
parts of this Clause which had never 
been discussed at all. One of these was 
the provision for the creation of ‘“ other 
bodies, of persons experienced in 
education, and of persons acquainted 
with the needs of various kinds of 
schools in the area for which the Council 
acts.” Now, that proposal was justified 
onthe ground that experts were wanted 
on these committees; but there were 
good experts and bad experts. The 
worst kind of expert, however, was the 
expert who had an axe to grind, and that 
kind of expert seemed to be contemplated 
by this Clause. What they gathered 
from the attitude of the Government 
that day, was that persons were to be 
put on the committee to represent 
particular interests of their own. Could 
any simpler method be employed of 
importing dissensions into these bodies 
than that persons were to be appointed 
on them, not to promote a common 
object, but a particular object which he 
was sent to promote? The County 
Councils had many faults, but they had 
one merit, that the members were 
elected on general considerations because | 
they were the men who commended 
themselves to their fellow-citizens. That 
was a principle which this Clause denied 
and over-ruled, and on that ground 
alone the Committee should object to it. 
There was another part of the Clause 
which had passed without discussion, | 
and that was the provision for passing a 
scheme by means of a_ Provisional 
Order. He thought that that method 
was eminently unsuited to the case. Still 
hore important was the provision of stib- 
Section 3, which directed that any 
scheme might provide for the constitu- 
tion of separate education committees | 
for any area within a county. Now, 
that was a provision which would be 
largely taken advantage of, but how 
would it work? ‘The right hon. | 
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Gentleman took refuge in the argument 
that the deciding voice would rest with 
the County Council and not with the 
local committees. Take the case of Devon- 
shire. Any one who knew that county 
must be aware that it would be quite im- 
possible forthe County Council at Exeter 
to exercise a direct and constant super- 
vision over the whole of that county. 
He apprehended that the County Council 
would appoint a local committee for the 
north-west distri-t at Okehampton, for 
the south-east district another committee 
at Bampton, and for the south-west dis- 
trict still another committee at Kings- 
wear or Dartmouth. How would that 
work in with the system which the right 
hon. Gentleman contemplated under this 
Clause ? They could not find a sufficient 
number of county councillors to con- 
stitute a majority on these local com- 
mittees, and the consequence would be 
that the County Councils would practi- 
cally have to devolve on these local com- 
mittees the great bulk of its work, and 
that work would be very heavy. It 
would be impossible for the County 
Council at Exeter to keep abreast with 
what was being done by these loval 
committees, to have that knowledge of 
their proceeding, or of the local require- 
ments of the separate areas which would 
enable them to deal with all the questions 
constantly arising. The consequence 
would be that the County Council would 
be obliged to ratify the decisions of the 
local committees. and that these local 
committees would do the work which, in 
the view of the right hon. Gentleman, 
the County Council was sect to do. He 
felt that if they tried to body forth the 
actual working of the system proposed 
by the right hon. Gent!eman, it would be 
found that it must be entirely different 
from that which was in the too sanguine 
mind of the right hon. Gentleman. He 
felt very strongly that if the Committee 
had been able to discuss this subsequent 
Clause relating to the local committees 
they would have introduced most valu- 
able and important Amendments into it. 
They had, however, lost that opportunity. 
Wherever they had had the opportunity 
of discussion they had succeeded in 
transforming a Clause, or of bringing in 
a new Clause altogether, which, by the 


-common consent of the Committee, was 


a great deal better than the original 
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Clause. They would be deprived of that 
opportunity now, and in the future, and 
therefore he parted with this Clause not, 
he was afraid, in a very sanguine spirit. 
He parted with it with a sense of the 
imperfection which the Bill would have 
if it did not receive that thorough, com- 
plete, and searching investigation in 
Committee which its importance required. 
He believed that from time to time they 
should have more and more occasion to 
regret that proper time had not been 
given for the discussion of this crude 
and imperfect measure. 


(4.30.) Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W. R., 
Keighley) pointed out that, though the 
County Council would have a very large 
amount of new work placed upon them 
under this Bill, there was no provision of 
money for that purpose. They were now 
called upon to deal with evening schools 
and the education of teachers, and no 
provision had been made for that. It 
would be impossible in his opinion to 
carry out these duties unless there was 
money provided. He also suggested the 
desirability of the local education autho- 
ity having power under the Charitable 
Trusts Act, with regard to the submis- 
sion of schemes. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS did not think 
that the Prime Minister or the Committee 
could complain of the short discussion 
on this Clause. It was the turning 
point of the whole Bill, and if the 
Clause was not workable the Bill would 
not be workable. No doubt the inten- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Prime Minister was that under this 
Clause the new education authority 
should be supreme, and if that was the 
real state of things no one would be dis- 
satisfied. but nothing of that kind was 
provided in the Clause. As the Clause 
now stood, the position was this, that the 
education committee was a committee 
which had been created for the first time, 
and for which there was no precedent. 
There were all kinds of committees under 
our system of local government, the 
powers of which ranged from something 
very nominal and advisory to practical in- 
dependence in relation to the authorities 
out of which they were carved. There 
was nothing inthis Clause tosayin what 
position this committee stood, yet this 


Mr. Bryce. 
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was the maehine that was to work the 
Bili. There was nothing to show how 
the machinery was to work. It was 
impossible to show where there was any 
control over these committees except in 
the power to raise arate. It had been 
said that the power of spending money 
would remain with the County Council, 
but that did not appear to be so in this 
Clause. The local education authorities 
could not delegate the power of making 
a rate or raising money, but there was 
nothing in the Clause which vested the 
spending power entirely in them. The 
education committee could still spend the 
money and call upon the County Councilto 
raise arate forthe purpose of paying it. He 
challenged the Attorney General to point 
out where there was any indication at 
all of any power over these committees, 
There was no doubt that the Bill, when 
drafted, contemplated very much greater 
power being given to these committees 
than it was now suggested they should 
possess. It was intended that the draft- 
ing should be so vague as to enable these 
committees to have the great power that 
it was desired they should have, but 
the opinion of the Government had been 
changed owing to the pressure put upon 
them. They had an instance of how 
these committees were going to work, 
because an Amendment had been moved 
which provided that these education 
committees should stand upon the same 
basis as all other County Council Com- 
mittees, but the Government refused to 
accept it. If a pledge had been given 
that they should not be able to spend 
money, where was the difficulty in 
accepting that Amendment? The right 
hon. Gentleman had _ expressed his 
opinion that something of the kind 
ought to be done, but he said it 
ought to be done in the schedules. The 
right hon. Gentleman was asked to 
pledge himself that it should be done in 
the schedules, but he declined to do so. 
That alone should make the House pause 
before accepting the Clause as it stood, 
and if they accepted it they should con- 
sider it very seriously before they came 
to the Report stage. As to the constl- 
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‘tution of the committee, the plan of 


| 


the Government was not co-optation. It 
simply forced the County Council to go 
outside their own body in order to get 
people to administer the Act as members 
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of the education committee. He con- 
tended that the “ other bodies ” intended 
in this Clause were the diocesan as- 
sociations. In the event of a County 
Council refusing to alter a scheme, in 
accordance with the directions of the 
Education Department, recourse would 
be had to a Provisional Order, so that 
by this procedure the last word would 
not be with the Department, as they 
had been told it would be, but with 
the House of Lords. By this means 
representation of diocesan or other bodies 
might be enforced against the wish of 
the local authority, giving rise to con- 
stant friction undesirable in the interests 
of education. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR made an appeal 
to the Committee that the debate upon 
this Clause should be reduced into the 
narrowest compass, in order that the 
Committee might get to Clause 13, on 
which he understood many hon. Mem- 
bers desired to speak. 


*Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said it was inherent in the 
constitution of a Committee of a local 
governing authority that it had power 
to appoint sub-committees; the educa- 
tion committee, therefore, would have 
that power. Many County Councils 
would find it would be infinitely more 
convenient to appoint one education 
committee than a number of such 
committees. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They can do 
that under this Bill. 


*Sir JOHN BRUNNER asked whether 
that being so, it was in the power of 
an education committee to co-opt for 
the sub-committees. The amount of 
extra work thrown on County Councils 
by this Bill was very large, and would 
be found to be irksome unless they were | 
allowed to bring to the service of the | 
sub-committees, through the power of 
co-optation, all the local experience 
and local goodwill possible. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) asked the Secretary to the Board of 
Education, assuming that the Clause 
would give the Education Department the 
power to insist on the representation of | 
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diocesan or other bodies, what policy the 
Department proposedtopursue? The hon. 
Gentleman was, after all, the gentleman 
who would have to see to the work- 
ing of this Measure, and, that being so, 
he (Mr. Robertson) would like to know 
what he intended to do. Had he con- 
sidered this question? Would the Depart- 
ment force sectarian representation, or 
would they leave a Council a free hand % 


*Sir WILLIAM MATHER (Lancashire, 
Rossendale) said the Committee had been 
informed by the Prime Minister that 
the Schvol Board system was, so far as 
the authority was concerned, a very 
complicated system. The right hon. 
Gentleman had _ referred in strong 
language to the absurdity of the Cumu- 
lative Vote, and he had claimed for this 
Bill a simpler form of administration. 
By the present proposals there would be 
more circumlocution and more processes 
to go through before the authority was 
constituted than had ever been connected 
with the School Board system. He 
could not but believe that there was 
some other ground for the Government 
proposing so difficult a plan than the 
simple question of the administration of 
education as a whole. There was not that 
motive power in the Clause which would 
enable education to be carried on in the 
future so well as in the past. A process 
of filtration through all these bodies was 
to go on, with the result, he feared, that 
no one would be responsible for efticient 
education in any school area in the 
country. Up to the present the School 
Boards had been so responsible, and 
because there had been a great motive 
power at the back of their working— 
pride in the knowledge of the subject and 
the determination to make their schools 
the glory of the district—they had erected 
a standard of education which had been 
the admiration of the world. Where, 
under this Clause, was there any motive 
power to cause such a condition of things 
to cantinue? The Government appeared 
to have mistaken altogether the purpose 
of the Bill in this Clause. What was 
required was a greater motive powcr 
than before—in fact, an inspiration on 
the part of some to raise the quality of 
our education—at any rate to a standard 


equal to that prevailing in many other 


countries. While the Committee were 
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speaking so much about provisos and 


checks they were whittling away the. 
only force now existing—the sense of, 


responsibility and the knowledge of the 
subject—and constituting a local educa- 
tion authority which would be a myth 
or shadow, having no power over its 
committee when constituted, nor that 
motive force which would enable it to do 
its work well. He was unable to conceive 
why the Government, from an adminis- 
trative point of view, should have so 
complicated the constitution ofthe author- 
ity. In the Netherlands the system 
was simplicity itself. They had there 
the same vexed question as here; the 
denominational feeling was very strong ; 
but the law provided that schools should 
be found for all the children without 
distinction, and the whole of the system 
was carried out by the mayor of the 
town, an alderman of the Council, two 
or three councillors and a secretary. 
That was the whole administrative 
authority, and at its discretion it could 
constitute sub-committees and delegate 
to them certain powers with regard to 
details. _ He should despair of ever 
arriving at that state of things under 
this Bill; there would be no motive 
force at the back of education, and on 
these administrative grounds he strongly 
protested against the Clause. 


(5.8) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 
narvon Boroughs) asked, suppos- 
ing provision was made in each county 
in Wales, on the nomination of the 
representatives upon the joint body, for 
the purpose of supervising primary edu- 
cation throughout the whole of Wales, 
whether that would come within sub- 
Section (3). Could the provisions of the 
Central Board be extended for primary 
education under that sub-Section, and 
representation upon that body provided 
for ¢ 


EDUCATION (Sir WiLLiAM ANSON, 
Oxford University) : That would be 
possible under sub-Section (3). 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE then pointed 
out that, with regard to the county 
governing bodies now to be abolished, 
there was a provision for the representa- 
t on of School Boards, and he asked how | 


Sir William Mather. 
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the School Boards as constituent bodies 
would be represented now the School 
Boards were to be abolished? On the 
advisory body there would be, say, 
twenty-seven members, of whom fourteen 
would be appointed by the County 
Council, who would represent the School 
or the provided schools in 
nominating their quota of the remaining 
Board members? Provision was made 
for the representation of the voluntary 
schools. But voluntary schools were 
in a minority in Wales, and was pro- 
vision to be made for the representation 
of the minority while none was made 
for that of the majority ? 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON was under- 
stood to say that the local education 
authority would have to make provision 
for the representation of persons in- 
terested in the education of _ the 
children within the area. They 
would choose their own method, and 
if the School Board managers thought it 
was not the best that could be suggested 
they would make their suggestion, first 
to the local authority, and then, if 
necessary, to the Board of Education, 
who would bring the matter back to the 
local authority and ask them to recon- 
sider their decision. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that was 
rather important. He wanted to know 
the view of the hon. Gentleman because 
powers of legislation were being en- 
trusted to him with regard to these 
schemes. Would the representatives of 
the local authority be regarded in the 
future as the representatives of the pro- 


vided schools, because if so, popular re- 


presentation was being cut down in favour 
of the denominational schools. As he 
understood the hon. Gentleman, in addi- 
tion to the representatives of the local 


| authority, he would insist on the provided 
| schools being represented —— 


*THE SECRETARY or THE BOARD oF | 


*Smr WILLIAM ANSON : I must not 
be understood as saying I would insist on 


anything. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that was 
just the difficulty. The Committee were 
passing a clause without knowing exactly 
what was in the mind of the hon. Gentle- 
man. The representation of the voluntary 
schools was to be insisted on, and the 
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Committee were entitled to know whether 
the hon. Gentleman would insist also on 
the representation of the provided schools. 
Then there was the question of propor- 
tion. Was it the intention to swamp the 
county authorities with representatives of 
the sectarian schools? What was the 
notion of the Government with regard to 
the respective proportions? As the edu- 
cation committee had been converted into 
a committee of the County Council it 
was essential for the success of any scheme 
that there should be confidence between the 
committee and the body to which it had 
to report. 





*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
said if it was to be understood that the 
Board of Education must have the final 








voice in the constitution of the scheme 
appointing the Education Committee in- 
stead of the County Council, then in that 
case under heading (4) of sub-Section 2, if 
the Government would consent to alter the 
words they would thereby very materially 
lessen the opposition to this Clause. He 
asked the Government to consider whether, 
on the Report Stage, they could not re- 
arrange the words to read— 


_ “For the appointment by the Council, where 
it appears to it desirable, on the nomination of 
other bodies.” 


That would give to the Council the right to 
decide how far it was necessary to go out- 
side its own body to secure a fair and real 
representation of those interests which it 
was the object of the Government to in- 
clude. He would refer to the statement 
just made by the Prime Minister that a 
scheme might be presented by a local 
authority almost entirely composed of 
members of the County Council, and this, 
if representative of other bodies, might be 
approved by the Board of Education, so 
he would ask that the words, ‘‘ Appoint- 
ment by the Council of at least a majority 
of the committee,” should be so amended as 
to convey clearly that the County Councils 
might exercise their own discretion and 
choose how many co-opted members it 
should have. Take the Lancashire County 
Council, which had over 100 members. 
There the Technical Instruction Committee | 
had worked well together in the past. | 
They had on the committee the Ven. Arch- | 
deacon of Blackburn and also a well-known 

parish clergyman who was Chairman of 

the Agricultural Committee. Where they 
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could secure a bondi fide representation of 
that sort of sectarian interests from 
amongst themselves, it was well that the 
authority should have the power to do 
so. On the Lancashire County Council 
they had gentlemen elected by the people 
from various walks of life, many of them 
with university degrees, and yet occupied 
in ‘commerce. They had _representa- 
tives who were members of the Church 
of England, and others who were 
Noncontormists, as well as Roman 
Catholics, working side by side, and 
so all the interests they desired to 
consider in the working out of the 
education scheme were represented. He 
appealed to the Government to say that 
on the Report Stage they would clear 
away this difficulty. If the Government 
would recognise the strong feeling both 
inside and outside of the Heuse to give 
the local authority the right and power to 
determine who should serve on their own 
Education Committee and alter the Clause 
by introducing the words “ to it desirable,” 
he thought they would be doing a great 
deal to ensure the successful working of 
the Clause. 


*Smrk WILLIAM ANSON said he was 
sorry to add anything to the length of 
the debate. Appeals had been made to 
him by hon. Members on the other side 
upon a matter to which it was practically 
impossible for him to give an answer, 
namely, the policy of the Board of Educa- 
tion in respect of these schemes. He 
read this Clause to mean that the object 
of the scheme was, that all the educa- 
tional interests of the area should be 
represented. Sub-Clause (0) required that 
two sorts of persons should be on the 
committee representing education, one 
class being ‘“ persons of experience in 
education” and the other “ persons ac- 
quainted with the needs of the various 
kinds of schools in the area for which the 
Council acts.’ It was possible that the 
Council might contain such persons 
within its own body. If it did not 
they might be provided from elsewhere 
and selected by the Council, or they 
could be appointed upon the nomi- 
He had been 
asked what would the Board of Education 
do if the Council did not put on a proper 
proportion of representatives of various 
educational interests. His view was the 
Board of Education should act by way of 
suggestion rather than of constraint, but 
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there was no doubt that the Bill gave | 
power to act to the Board of Education, | 
and if such action was called for the | 
Board would have to deal with each case 
according to the circumstances attend- | 
ing it. 


Education 


Mr. M KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said that in the framing, of these 
schemes it appeared to have 
overlooked that there would be two 
education authorities in many counties, 
side by side, namely, that of the 
county and that of the non-county 
boroughs of over 10,000 population, and 
urban <listricts with a population of over 
20,000. Under this proposal there would 
be no representation of the county autho- 
rity, and they would have two education 
authorities dealing with education, within 
the area of the county. Instead of tak- 
ing care that experts and sectarians 


should have been represented, the 
Government should have taken care 
that the education authority of the 


non-county boroughs and the county 
boroughs should have had interchangeable 
members. In Lancashire there were no 
less than thirty non-county boroughs of 
over 10,000 inhabitants, and urban dis- 
tricts of over 20,000. Consequently there 
would be an education authority repre- 
senting the County Councils, and thirty 
different authorities representing non- 
county boroughs and urban districts. 
Absolutely no provision was made to 
prevent the very evil which they were 
told this Bill was designed to put an end 
to. Surely the Government could not be 


really proposing that this Clause should | 


leave the Committee in this form without 
any assurance that they intended to alter 
this state of things. Nobody who had 
studied the Bill could have the slightest 
doubt that this Clause, as it stood, would 
be productive of the most hopeless con- 
fusion. Even in the county of Cornwall 
there were some ten or eleven subsidiary 
education authorities, all acting through 
independent committees, and no single 
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member of the County Council or any 
representative of the central education 
authority was made compulsorily 4 
member, of any of those subsidiary com- 
mittees. Under those circumstances he 


| submitted, even at this late stage, that 
| the Committee 
allowing this Clause to go through in its 


would be unwise in 
present form. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
he wished to remind the Committee 
perhaps the most important 
provision which ought to be made 
in this Claues was the co-ordination 
of elementary and secondary educa- 
tion. The Secretary to the Board 
of Education put down on the Paper 
an Amendment to the effect that the 
Board of Education were not to give 
their consent to a scheme unless they 
were satisfied that due regard had been 
had to the importance oi co-ordinating 
elementary and secondary education, 
So far as it went that was sufficient to 
meet what could be done in this Clause, 
but owing to the operation of the Closure 
the hon. Member did not move his own 
Amendment. He desired to ask the 
hon. Gentleman whether between now 
and the Report stage he could see his 
way to devise some plan which would 
give more elasticity to the Clause in 
this respect. Since by an unfortunate 
accident that agreement had not been 
given effect to in this Clause, he thought 
he might hold himself free to ask that 
before the Report stage of the Bill 
was reached the Government would 
consider whether some form of words 
could be adopted which would make 
sure that co-ordination would be carried 
out. 


(5.28.) Question put, “That Clause 12 
as amended stand part of the Bill.” 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 259 ; Noes, 
138. (Division List No. 500.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Sir William Anson. 
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Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
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Bullard. Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
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Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore 
Chamberlayne,T. (S’thampton) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon, Jesse 
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Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cuovitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
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Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham , 


Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
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Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
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Duke, Henry Edward 
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Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
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Faber, George Denison (York) 
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Fisher, William Hayes 
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Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
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Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. (Cityof Lond. 
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Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
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Hay, Hon. Claude George 
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Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
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Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th 
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Lowther, Rt.Hon,James( Kent) 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
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| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 

| Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
| Seton-Karr, Henry 

| Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thompson, Dr.E.C(Monagh’nN 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH (Shettield 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE.(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams,RtHnJ Powell-( Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N. ) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
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Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hu. C.B. Stuart- 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.,Stroud | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, RtHonHerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Barns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

‘Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing. Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dewar, Jobn A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dougias, Charles M. (Lanark 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Furness. Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
4rurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 


Clause 13 :-— 


how he proposes to meet the deficiency 


which would arise if his 
were carried ? 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea. 
proposal is to limit 


ford): My 


burden on the rates; and it is not 
for me to say how the deficiency is to 
be met. 


(COMMONS} 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyadham, Rt. Hon. George 


NOES. 


Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 


| Helme, Norval Watson 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


| Holland, Sir William Henry 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Kearley, Hudson E 

Kitson, Sir James 


| Lambert, George 
| Langley, Batty 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 


| Lewis, John Herbert 


Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 


| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren,Sir Coarles Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham. Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley ,RtHon.John(Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Ne-vnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Palmer, GeorgeWm. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 


| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Philipps, Joha W ynford 
| Pickard, Benjamin 


Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert Jotin 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reid,Sir R. Thre-hie( Dumfries) 
Rigg, Richard 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstrather., 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer,Rt Hno.C R(Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas David Alfred(Merth’r 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,s ) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Nerfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R,) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T.(Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


| *Tne CHAIRMAN: If the right hon, 


(5.45.) *Tue CHAIRMAN: In regard | Gentleman confines himself to arguing 
to the Amendment of the right hon. | that the expenditure shou'd be kept so 
Member for Sleaford I would like to ask | low that one-fourth only should be raised 


Amendment 


the 








from the rates, and that the remainder 
should be obtained from Parliamentary 
grants, then the right hon. Gentleman 
would be in order; but if he goes on to 
say that the Parliamentary grant should 
be increased in order to meet the new 
charges under the Bill, then he would 
| not be in order. 
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his Amendment, which proposed to 
limit the expenditure out of the rates to 
one-fourth of the whole expenditure on 
education by the education authority 
and the expenses of the authority, he 


wished to recall to the minds of hon. | 


Members that a deputation, represent- 
ing a great number of bodies in the 
country, waited onthe Leader of the House 
on the 15th of June last, in order to 
urge upon him that the cost of national 
education should be borne from the 
national Exchequer, and not from the 
local rates. His right hon. friend on 
the 24th June miade a financial stute- 
ment to this House, during which he 
said that the Government were prepared 
to make an additional grant of £900,000 
for the purposes of education. In making 
that grant elementary education was 
solely contemplated, and in no case, it 
was said, should the Exchequer pay more 
than three-fourths ot the cost of educa- 
tion. That was a recognition of the 
justice of the case presented to the right 
hon. Gentleman, and they were duly 
grateful for it. But since that time very 
considerable changes had been made in 
Clause 2, which provided for secondary 
education. Not only that; the further 
information on the subject which had 
been developed during the progress of 
these debates has led to the belief 
in his mind and in that of others, that 
unless they were to be weighted in the 
future with a much larger burden on 
the rates than they had ever contem- 
plated, that provision would be altogether 
inadequate. 

He hoped the House would allow him 
to say a word both on secondary and 
elementary education. He would take 
the question of secondary ducation first. 
The position of secondary education 
seemed to him to be the weakest and most 
unsatisfactory part of the whole Bill. It 


might be contended that the creation of | 


avery effective system of secondary educa- 
tion was probably of more importance than 


any of the questions they had been so long | 


discussing. They were all agreed that 
such a system should be established, but 


where they differed—and he desired to | 


say this particularly—was as to the 
provision which was to be made for the 
expense of secondary education and the 


sources from which it was to come | these debates 
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This was really very important when 
they came to consider what secondary 
education meant. What was meant by 
secondary education, as he understood 
it, was to give to all the more pro- 
mising of the rising generation the 
opportunity, after they had gone 
through the elementary course, of extend- 
ing their studies in higher education. 
Of course, in the great centres of popula- 
tion, that was comparatively easy, but 
take the case of the county he represented, 
Lincolnshire, formerly one of the most 
prosperous counties in the kingdom, but 
now, owing to the agricultural depression, 
the most impoverished of all. That county 
contained a very large number of villages, 
widely scattered, and with few centres of 
population. How were they going to 
provide secondary education usefully in 
a county like that? They would want 
buildings, as a matter of course, and 
buildings, too, of some importance. But 
how many of them? for, after all, they 
would be of very little advantage unless 
they were reasonably near to those who 
are going to use them. And if they 
were going to provide this education 
entirely out of the rates they would wish 
that the schools should be within reach 
of the people; otherwise they would be 
favouring one locality to the disadvantage 
of another. If they were going to set 
up efficient secondary education in such 
districts as he had been describing, it was 
certain that the outlay must be very 
considerable indeed. He asked again 
where was the money to come from ? 
It must be remembered that what was 
called the whisky money was nearly 
all spent already, so that, as a matter 
of fact, anything additional which was 
to be spent on secondary education in 
the future must come out of the rates. 
Well, then, there was the question of the 
training of teachers. Nothing was more 
necessary or more important, as he could 
not see how they could have an efficient 
system of education without that. But 
why should the cost of training teachers 
be placed on the rates? He would turn 
to another point. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said the previous night, in the 
course of debate in reference to Clause 
2, that that Clause, which was originally 


| purely permissive, had emerged out of 


practically mandatory 








Education 


799 


both in regard to powers and expend- 
iture. Now, he thought that was right, 
but he should like further information 
on the point. If his right hon. friend 
was right in saying that the Bill imposed 
a very definite duty in regard to second- 
ary education on the local authority, he 
wanted to ask—did the local authority as 
regarded secondary education, come under 
the powers of the Board of Education, as 
laid down by Clause 11 of the Bill ? 
That Clause ran as follows— 

“If the local education authority fail to 

fulfil any of their duties under the Elementary 
Act, 1870 to 1900, or this Act, in any part of 
their area, the Board of Education may, after 
holding a public inquiry, make such order as 
they think necessary or proper for the purpose 
of compelling the authority to fulfil their duty, 
and any such order may be enforced by 
mandamus.” 
If the local authority was to be subject 
to the Department of Education in this 
way, then he maintained that even in 
regard to secondary education they were 
imposing an added grievance, and an 
added burden on the local authority 
Either this Clause was compulsory or it 
was not. If compulsory, they were im- 
posing something which would be intoler- 
able from the ratepayers’ point of view. 
If not compulsory, then he held that the 
best part of the whole Bill was likely to 
be an absolute dead letter, and they 
would be no better off than they were 
before. 

But whatever might be the case 
in regard to secondary education, there 
was no doubt in the world that this 
Clause applied to elementary education. 
Well, the Education Department had 
very great powers, and the localauthorities 
as regarded elementary education had 
very distinct and definite duties to 
perform. They would have to maintain 
all the public elementary schools within 
their area in an efficient state. But who 
were to be the judges of that efficiency ? 
The Education Department were to be 
the judges; it rested with them to fix 
the standard of efficiency, and if they 
were dissatisfied they were to step in and 
insist on further action being taken by 
the local authority whenever they pleased. 
That duty would devolve on his hon. 
friend the Secretary to the Board of 
Education. He wasa new broom, and 
they knew that new brooms swept pretty 
clean, andhemight bevery reasonable, but 
some day the jposition might be very 


Mr. Chaplin. 
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different. When that did come he should 
thank his stars that he was not a member 
ofthe Lincolnshire County Council; other- 
wise it might not be long before he found 
h mself in Lincoln jail by a mandamus of 
the Education Department because he 
did not feel it his duty to inflict a suffi. 
ciently heavy rate upon the county. It 
seemed to him that there were some dis- 
tricts in which great difficulties would 
arise—districts in which there were 4 
great number of schools, Board schools 
practically, with insufficient buildings, 
There was no real power to compel the 
owners of denominational schools to 
meet the requirements of the Board of 
Education withregardto buildings. True, 
the grant could be withheld, and the school 
converted into a provided school; then 
the cost of maintaining the school and 
providing the buildings would also fall 
upon the rates; but if that process was 
often repeated in one district there would 
be a tremendously serious addition to the 
rates. It might be that it was rather 
more likely that this Bill, instead of having 
the results that it was hoped and intended 
it should have, would ring the death 
knell of a great number of denomina- 
tional schools throughout the country, 
rather than prolong their existence, as 
was intended. That would mean un- 
limited burdens upon the rates. This 
Bill should haye contained more ample 
provision from Imperial funds. The 
Government were pledged against intro- 
ducing measures which would increase 
the burdens on agricultural land, but 
that would be the effect of this Bill. 
They were making the ratepayers the 
milch cow for education, but sometimes 
the milch cow turned restive and kicked 
over the pail. He had not heard what 
these increased burdens were to be. He 
had heard that they would range from 
4d. to 9d., but he had made no calcula- 
tion, because to him that was no real cri- 
terion of what was going to happen in the 
future. He was apprehensive, and they 
had had many warnings in the past with 
regard to this matter. Mr. Forster in 
his Bill had declared that the rate would 
never be more than 3d., and now in 
some cases it was 2s, 9d., and that was 
under Mr. Forster’s Act. The tendency 
of expenditure was to increase, and he 
wished to place a definite limit upon the 
burden. The Government proposed that 
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the Imperial contribution should in no 
ease exceed three-fourths of the whole 
expenditure. He wished to propose that 
the rates should in no case exceed a 
quarter of the whole expenditure. That 
was the only satisfactory safeguard 
against an indefinite increase of the 
burden upon the rates in future. 
The burden upon the rates for a great 
national purpose such as education should 
not exceed a fixed limit in the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 5, line 21, to leave out the words 
‘expenses of a Council under this Act,’ and 
insert the words ‘expenditure out of rates 
underthis Act shall in no case exceed one-fourth 
of the whole expenditure on education by the 
education authority, and the expenses of that 
authority.’ ’—(Mr. Chaplin.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘expenses of a Council’ stand part of the 
Cause.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was 
probably owing to the ruling of the 
Chairman before his right hon. friend 
rose to speak that he did not fully 
understand what plan it was desired to 
substitute for the plan proposed by the 
Government. His right hon. friend’s 
speech really resolved itself, so far as he 
could gather, into a lamentation over the 
Bill in consequence of the additional cost 
that it appeared to throw upon the rates. 
It was a general statement of his right 
hon. friend’s feelings upon the subject of 
local burdens. He had great sympathy 
for him and for those for whom he spoke. 
It had never been denied in any quarter 
of the House, never on the Government 
side of the House, and least of all by the 
Front Government Bench, that the rate- 
payers of this country did in many 
respects suffer from the present position 
of the law, and that many burdens were 
thrown upon them which might, from the 


abstract point of view of strict equity, | 


have a wider distribution among all 
classes of the community. If his right 
hon. friend wished to impress that fact 
on the Committee, he had nothing to say 
against him. He felt, however, that his 
right hon. friend had been a little inclined 
to forget how much had been done by 
the Party to which both he and the 
tsovernment belonged to relieve the burden 
of the rates out of the general funds of 
the community. Without attempting to 
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give full and accurate details of the great 
contributions to local rates out of the 
Exchequer made since 1887, it was sutffi- 
cient to say that the State contributed 
£6,000,000 additional tothe Local Taxa- 
tion Account, £1,300,000 in respect of the 
Agricultural Rates Act, about £600,000 
in respect of the voluntary schools, and 
£200,000 in respect of board 
schools. Further, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, or his predecessor, had pro- 
mised between £900,000 and £1,000,000 
in order not merely to make up for any 
losses which the general community might 
have to bear under this Bill owing to the 


_ drying up of acertain proportion of volun- 


tary subscriptions which were now some 
£600,000 or £700,000, but to more than 
make up for those losses by a great deal. 
If the right hon. Gentleman had remem- 
bered that all these forms of assistance to 
the rates had been devised and earried 
out by the Party to which he and the 
Government belonged, he would not have 
thought the Government open to the 
charge of indifference to the interests 
of the ratepayers, whether agricultural 
or otherwise. The Government had 
even received a great deal of obloquy 
from the fact that part of the relief it 
had extended to the rates was devoted 
to that class of the community for 
which the right hon. Gentleman spoke, 
The hostility to that measure of hon, 
Gentlemen opposite was, he understood, 
by no means exhausted ; and they meant 
to gotothe country withthe non-renewal of 
the Agricultural Rates Actas the principal 
plank in their platform. He only drew 
attention to the fact that the Government 
had a right to recognition of the fact 
that they had shown themselves in the 
most practical sense to be the friends of 
the ratepayers in this matter, and he 
rather thought that the right hon. Gentle- 
man would find in the election address 
from which he had quoted a very specific 
reference to the interests of voluntary 
schools. ; 

As to the right hon. Gentleman's 
specific proposal, he was a little puzzled, 
for it made no appearance in the 
right hon. Gentleman’s speech, and if it 
had done it would at once have been ruled 
out of order. He did not know how to 
answer an Amendment which was either 
out of order or without meaning. The 
Government in this Clause could not alter 
the obligations which it found already 
| imposed on the ratepayer for the purpose 
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of education. 
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The right hon. Gentleman | that the Government were in great 








Bill. 


seemed to think that the Government had | sympathy with the agricultural rate- 
invented in this Bill the responsibility of | payers in this matter, but although they 


the ratepayers for elementary education. 
That was not so. The obligation was 


| 
Be ; 
| was no means of giving relief. 


sympathised with their position, there 
No doubt 


there already. The need for improved | something in the past had been done to 
and organised education was admitted on | relieve the inequalities of taxation, but the 


all hands ; 
ment do more that accept the situation 
created for them, and aid the ratepayers 


and what could the Govern- | 


these very people. 


by a large and generous subvention? The | 


right hon. Gentleman might have treated 
the efforts of the Government in a more 
generous spirit. 


that the gift of £1,000,000 more, in| 
£9,000,000 which | 
elementary | 


addition to the 
was already given to 
education, was a relatively small 
contribution. It was neither small nor 
insignificant, but the Government would 
like to see it made even greater, ii it 
were practicable ; and the fact that a 
certain sum had been put down in the 
new Clause by no means precluded the 
possibility of making a larger contribu- 
tion from the Exchequer to the cost of 
this national duty. He could not pledge 
himself on a matter such as that; but 
the Committee would take it as sufficient 


right hon. Gentleman now proposed to 
impose a fresh and heavier burden on 
Relief was given 
under the Agricultural Rates Act. He 


| supported the Third Reading of that 


He seemed to think | 


|measure, on the ground that at 
that time of great depression, the 
|agriculturists were suffering very 


if he said that the Government were | 


anxious to increase the very large grant 
they were already making. 


Whether | 


they could or could not carry out that | 
intention must depend on general circum- | 


stances which it would be improper to 
refer to at that moment. The expression 
of this hope, which was something more 
than a merely pious hope, should con- 
vince the right hon. Gentleman that the 
Government were by no means indif- 
ferent to the great interests on behalf 
of which he had spoken. The Amend- 
ment, however, was wholly impracticable. 
The earlier portions of the Bill threw a 
duty on the ratepayers, and it was im- 
possible to do that and say that the funds 
for carrying out the duty should be 
rigidly and artificially limited. 


*(6.25.) Sim EDWARD STRACHEY 
(Somersetshire, S.) said the right 
hon. Gentleman had stated that this was 
not a practical Amendment, and that if 
it were, it would have been out of order. 
But the Prime Minister might have 
made the proposal himself, in which 
case it would not have been out of order. 


The right hon. Gentleman further said 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


heavily indeed, and had the first claim to 
consideration. But he only voted for 


| the proposal after the operation had been 


limited to five years, in order that the 
whole incidence of local taxation should be 
revised there in the interest of all classes 
of ratepayers. The whole question 
of local taxation was then to be con- 
sidered, and a Royal Commission was 
appointed. What, however, was the 
right hon. Gentleman doing? He was 
increasing the burden on the occupiers of 
land and houses, and it was madethe worse 
because, under the Agricultural Rates 
Act, any increase of local taxation would 
fall more heavily on the men living in 
thesmall towns. He, therefore, strongly 
urged on their behalf the absolute 
necessity of this additional rate being 
limited to one-fourth of the total amount 


|that they would have to pay for 


national education. Another point was 
that the clergy had been relieved also. 
In their case the money did not come 
out of Imperial Exchequer contributions, 
but out of the Local Taxation Account, 
Here the same thing would happen, and 
what the Government had given with 
one hand they would take away with 
the other. The Prime Minister had not 
attempted to defend the imposition. He 
assured the right hon. Gentleman there 
was a very strong feeling on the part of 
both Liberals and Conservatives that the 
Bill placed an unfair burden upon the rate- 
payers, and that the very least that 
should be done was to lay it down in the 
Bill that in no case should the rate- 
payer have his rates raised by more than 
one-fourth of the total cost of education 
in any area. Members had not the 
slightest idea what this rate might be, 
and those who opposed the Amendment 
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might have cause hereafter to regret|to maintain the Army and Navy 
having done so if the rates increased|in an efficient condition, but they 


considerably. It was useless to say they | did not call in experts like the noble 
ought to be grateful because they would | Lord the Member for Woolwich to deter- 
be relieved of their voluntary subscrip- | mine the amount of the Navy Estimates. 





tions. As a voluntary subscriber he had | 
no Wish to be relieved of the payment of 
his voluntary subscriptions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
that. 


*Sir EDWARD STRACHEY said he | 
understood that to be put forward as a 
reason for gratitude on the part of 
voluntary subscribers, but if the right 
hon. Gentleman disclaimed it he would 
withdraw that remark. He desired, 
most strongly to support the Amend- | 
ment on behalf of every class of rate- | 


payer. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) confessed that he was much 
troubled as to the future of our) 
educational system. His right hon. friend | 
had at any rate made it clear that the 
Bill would not tend in the direction of | 
economy, although he was not an 
advocate of cheese-paring economy, he | 
would point out in regard to Clause 11 
that certain obligations were thrown | 


upon the ratepayers, but if they | 
attempted to exercise economy the) | 
central authority would come down | 


upon them and force them to spend the | 
money. A great deal was heard about | 
subventions and contrivutions of the 
State to supplement local resources. He | 
had always objected to the principle of | 
such grants. Imperial funds were | 
handed over to a local body; in other 
words, other people’s money was given. | 
That was an unsound system, and one 
that was fatal to economy. When his | 
right hon. friend committed himself to | 
the policy of giving to the local | 
authorities the charge of education in 
their districts, he was in hopes that there 
would be a chance of retrenchment and | 


economy. The sums spent were 
enormous. In addition to over | 
£9,000,000 contributed by the tax- | 


payers, there was, according to one| 
Return, over £3,000,000 from the rates, | 
and certainly £800,000 from voluntary | 
sources. How were those enormous | 


sums apportioned ? All Members desired | tinctly a local concern. 


VOL, CXIV. [FouRTH SERIES. | 


| cated ; 


| But in regard to education they allowed 
| enthusiasts—he would not use the 
| stronger terms that were often employed, 
_such as “‘faddists,” ‘“doctrinaires,’’ and 
| 80 on—to fix the price the ratepayers 
| were to pay. What his right hon. friend 
| the Member for the Sleaford Division 
|appeared to want was almost equally 
‘dangerous. According to him, if the 
local authority found themselves in 
financial straits, they were to go to 
Downing Street and get whatever 
balance they required. Economy was 
knocked on the head, and it was time 
the House set itself to work to institute 


| some kind of effective control over the 
| enormous sums annually raised for edu- 


cational purposes. He would not go 


'into the question of whether the State 
|aimed at too much in its educational 


programme. He would, however, be 


sorry to commit himself to the view that 


we got value for our money. Many of 
the subjects taught were not suited to 
the position in life of those being edu- 
that had been admitted over and 
over again by the most ardent education- 
alists. The status quo was pre-eminently 
bad ; he only hoped this Bill would not 
make it a great deal worse. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
thought that most Members would 
agree that education was a national 
service, and ought, therefore, to betreated, 
|in the main at any rate, as a national 
charge. But he would not go the length 
(of the First Lord, who apparently sug- 
gested that we might ultimately arrive 
at a stage at which the whole cost 
of education would be a _ national 
charge. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Dr. MACNAMARA was glad the right 
hon. Gentleman dissented from that 
view, because he thought it was desir 
able that a margin of cost should 
be met by the locality, as otherwise they 
gave themselves over to bureaucratic 
_ government and did not allow the locality 
any voice in a matter which was dis- 
He would 
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consider for a moment the Amendment 


of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford. Although it 
might not involve any additional 


Treasury grants, it was reactionary to a 
large degree. This Amendment did not 
cast any obligation upon any locality to 
rate itself at all, and if it were carried a 
number of localities would get off very 
well indeed, for they would be able to 
wipe off all their voluntary contributions. 
If this Bill was to do any good at all 
they must make this rate universal, 
otherwise the schools would suffer. At 
the present time there was a very large 
area without any local rate, indeed, there 
were seventeen boroughs, ninety-two 
urban districts, and 5,000 parishes with 
no rate at all. Only that morning he 
had read an account of a meeting of the 
district Chamber of Agriculture, where 
one of the speakers said he regarded it 
as a hardship in being called upon to 
help to educate other people’s children 
after he had educated his own. [MINIS- 
TERIAL cries of “ Hear, hear.”| If that 
was the view of hon. Gentlemen opposite 
he would remind them that this Bill 
insisted upon that as a communal 
obligation. That was the position taken 
up by the representatives of agriculture. 
The same speaker at the meeting of the 
Chamber of Agriculture declared that it 
was all very well to tell the farmer that 
he would probably have a seat on the 
Board of Management, but that would 
not help him to paythe rate. Thechair- 
man of that meeting also spoke in simi- 
lar terms. That was a fair and reason- 
able description of the attitude of the 
agricuiturists. Perhaps he might be 
allowed to quote the opinion of the late 
Vice-President of the Council upon this 
point. By way of answer to the fears 
of the agricultural interest that the Bill 
would impose a heavy burden upon 
farmers, he recommended some words 
uttered by the late Vice-President of the 
Council, where he suggested whether 
the “ better education of the people would 
not tend more to the relief of agri- 
cultural depression than remedies like 
bimetallism or Protection.” ‘The 
understandings of all those who are con- 
nected with the cultivation of the soil,” 
the late Vice-President added, “ appear to 
be dark.” 


Dr, Macnamara. 
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The first thing they had to do was to 
take care that districts which had not 
been rated before should now be rated 
everywhere, and he suggested that the 
only statesmanlike policy to be adopted 
was that to whi,h he had referred. The 
Amendment of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Sleaford imposed no 
obligation upon these authorities to rate 
themselves, and it left them a chance of 
escape. The proposal was that they 
were not, under any circumstances, to 
raise more than one-fourth of the entire 
charge of education by way of the local 
rates. He did not know whether that 
one-fourth was to include all. charges, 
If it included the amount of liabilities 
which were now outstanding, amounting 
to £20,000,000, and all other sorts of 
capital and loans, then the contrast he 
had to make was even more striking. 
He would assume that with regard to 
maintenance, they would never have to 
meet more than one-fourth outof the local 
rate. He understood that it was not the 
intention to reduce the efficiency of 
Board Schools. The rates for Voard 
Schools were about £3,750.000, or 45 per 
cent. of the maintenance charge in those 
schools. The Imperial Exchequer grants 
amount to £3,500,000 or about 50°8 per 
cent. The £1,000,000 promised by the 
Government would reduce the proportion 
contributed by the rates to about 35 per 
cent. Then they had got to bring in 
the fact that they were going to double 
the number of children who would be 
educated out of the rates, but he did not 
in the least complain of that. That 
would bring the proportion back again 
to about 45 per cent. of the entire cost. 
Now the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Sleaford proposed that this pro- 
portion should never be more than 25 
per cent. Therefore this Amendment 
would reduce it in a most material way. 
Was that the intention of hon. Members 
opposite under a Bill which professed to 
make further provision for education?! 
This policy would be disastrous to 
education. He thought he had proved 
that in a rough sort of way. It would 
dry up at the very outset any develop- 
ment of higher education; and, although 
they were all desirous to get the great 
bulk of the money from the Imperial 
Treasury, they must not put the cart 
before the horse in this matter. If 
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this Amendment were carried, it would} Mr. CRIPPS said he did not disagree 
reduce enormously the amount available | with what the hon. Member said now, 
for educational purposes, and he there-| but that was entirely inconsistent with 
fore preferred the more wise and liberal | his advocacy of what he said was the 
proposal of the Government. What Government proposal. What was the 
the Government said was, “We will! problem? He did not agree with his 
make you spend one fourth all over | right hon. friend the Member for Sleaford 
the country, and if you do not we will | that this was a matter which interested 











reduce your Government grants until 
that proportion is reached.” That was 
a policy in accordance with wise states- 
manship. 

(7.0.) Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stret- 
ford) said the point that was now being 
discussed was one of the most important 
in the Bill. From the educational point 
of view, nothing could be worse than to 
lay down such conditions that they 
were not likely to have a good educa- 
tional system. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Sleaford took, as 
an illustration, the proposal to put on 
the rates the charge for the provision 
of training colleges for teachers. Could 
they have any better method devised 
than this for not having colleges pro- 
perly provided and equipped. It was 
impossible to say that this was a local 
matter. If there was one matter which 
more than another was national as 
against local, it was the training of 
teachers for the national schools. 
Therefore, from the educational aspect, 
it was extremely important that some 
alteration should be made with regard 
to the proposals of the Government 
in dealing with the expenses both of 
secondary and primary education. He 
would deal first of all with the question 
of principle. The Report of the Royal 
Commission on Local Taxation had been 
quoted with approbatio: by the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell, but if he 
had really appreciated what that Report 
meant, he would never have made a 
speech advocating that, as between the 
rates and Imperial sources, there should 
be an obligation on the ratepayers to 
find a quarter, and if they did not find 
it, there should be no contribution from 
the Imperial Treasury. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that what 
he stated was that the service being 
national, the great bulk of the money 
should come from Imperial sources, but 
that there should be a margin to secure 
economy of administration to be raised 
by a rate levied locally. 


| agricultural members particularly. It 
| was a ratepayers’ question, and ratepayers 
were found in towns as well as in agri- 
| cultural districts. There was a universal 
| feeling in the urban districts that it was 
unfair to put what he might call the 
additional risks of education upon the 
rates. The provision of primary educa 
tion was admittedly a national service ; 
and when a national service was to be 
administered locally the delicate and 
| complex question arose, how much of the 
cost should be provided from the national 
Exchequer and how much from local 
resources ? What the Royal Commission 
on Local Taxation said, referring to 
education, was that where a_ national 
service was administered locally the rate- 
| payers at the present moment had to pay 
|more than their fair share of the cost. 
What was proposed in this Bill with 
regard to the risks to the rates in future ? 
He did not find fault with the part which 
distributed the old School Board rates 
over the country districts, because he 
quite agreed with the Prime Minister 
when he said that these rates already 
settled that liability, and that it was only 
a question of distribution over the larger 
area. So far as the distribution over a 
larger area was concerned he thought 
that was one of the greatest improve- 
ments of the present Bill, because they 
could not have anything more unjust than 
the placing of a local charge fora national 
service on such a small area as a country 
parish. That was manifestly unfair. 

He came now to what the Bill really 
did with regard to imposing possibly new 
burdens on the ratepayers. All the 
additional expenditure fer education 
under the Bill would be incurred entirely 
at the risk of the ratepayers, and that 
was absolutely in the teeth of the opinion 
of the Royal Commission on Local Taxa- 
tion. Parliament not only placed this 
national service upon the local authorities, 
but determined the amount of the expen- 
diture upon that service. There was no 
doubt that this Bill properly placed on 
the local authorities a minimum standard 
of education which was settled in this 
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House through the Education Code. | 
Where there was a national service, and 
the expenditure upon it determined by | 
Parliament, surely the funds, apart from | 
the question of margin, ought to be pro- | 
vided by the national Exchequer. What 
was the present principle on this point ? 
It was said that they could only guaran- 
tee that result in future by placing 
on the body responsible for the increased 
expenditure, the burden of finding the 
additional necessary cost. That was a 
true principle. If, of course, the 
minimum standard of education was to 
be fixed locally very much might be said 
for allowing the people who fixed the 
standard to declare also what ought to 
be the price. They not only compelled the 
people to carry out a national service, 
but proposed the additional hardship of 
making them pay for it whether they 
liked it, or wanted it, or not. The real 
principle was that which was laid down 


in this Amendment—that the risk of the | 
additional expenditure should be thrown | 


on the shoulders of those liable for its 
being incurred, and not on the shoulders 


of those who were bound to incur it | 


whether they liked it or not. It should 
be borne in mind that, while 1d. in the 
pound on the 
£700,000, 1d. in the pound on property 
liable to the income-tax produced 
£2,500,000. This meant that as much 
as £430,000,000 of what he might call 
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rate produced only) 


| constituents. 
for the Sleaford Division proposed to put 





Bill. 


an undue burden on a class already 
excessively burdened both in town and 
in country. 
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Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire) said he 
wanted just to say a word or two with 
reference to the attitude of the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell, who had 
been very ably representing the interests 
of the elementary teachers throughout the 
country. The hon. Member had not 
been representing, and could not claim 
to represent, the interests of the rate. 
payers. In speech after speech the 
hon. Gentleman had said that he did not 
mind whether the rates went up or not, 


_and he hoped that the ratepayers would 


feel the burden. What he wanted was 
sufficient education. But the hon. 
Gentleman was a London Member, and 


his constituents were not going to pay 


one tarthing of this increased burden. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the hon. 
Member was not representing him by 
any means correctly, but he would say 
precisely the sime thing in regard to 
London as he had said in regard to the 
provinces. 


Mr. PHILIPPS said that what he had 


to consider was the interests of his 
The right hon. Member 


a certain amount ofthis burden on the 


the ascertained property of the country | taxpayers. They all knew that education 


escaped all contribution towards the | 
local burden of taxation for education. | 


had got to be paid for somehow, and 
the right hon. Gentleman was in a 


The ratepayer could not feel keen about | difficulty owing to the forms of the 


education when he knew that he had 
to contribute 4d. for a national service 
which if placed upon the national 
Exchequer would cost the taxpayer 
only 1d. What they were wrong in 
doing was in putting this new charge, 
which would be created for the first 
time, on the localities; and now was 
the time for those who believed in the 
principles laid down by the Royal 
Commission to make their protest. 
The matter had been very carefully 
considered, and after that careful 
consideration there was an unanimous 
recommendation on this point. There 
was a time when that recommendation 
ought to have been regarded and en- 
forced by the Government, but they 
had put it on one side, and had placed 


Mr. Cripps. 





House. If his Amendment were carried 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would have to find the money next 
March, and directly it came to taking 
a farthing from his constituents the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell was 
ayainst it It was to be hoped that some 
of the agricultural Members would make 
it uncomfortable for the hon. Gentleman 
with his constituents. He did not share 
the views of the right hon. Gentleman, 
the Member for the Isle of Thanet. He 
was in favour of educational efficiency. 
He was an enthusiast on the subject of 
education, and wanted to see more money 
devoted to it. But they all admitted 
that the expenditure under this Bill for 
education was going to be a great deal 
heavier than ever before. The right hon. 
Gentleman, the First Lord, said that the 
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Government were giving £900,000 extra | 
under this Bill, and that would meet | 
subscriptions | there was no greater nonsense than to 


entirely the voluntary 
which would be withdrawn. That might 
be so, but he believed that under this 
Bill the expenses of education in the 
country districts would go up enormously. 
At present the administration was local, 
and they all knew that under local 
administration expenditure could be cut 
down in a hundred different ways with- 
out diminishing efficiency. But now, 
under this Bill, they were to put the 
whole thing under one authority in the 
county. Up to the present time, suppos- 
ing a teacher wanted an increase of salary 
he had to get it from the local School 
Board, who would have the fear of their 
constituents before them and of being 
beaten at the next election for extrava- 
gance. In the case of Board schools and 
voluntary schools there was, therefore, a 
strong pressure in the direction of eco- 
nomy. But if all education were put under 
one authority it would be absolutely 
impossible that one authority would be 
as economical as many little authorities. 
He believed that under the Bill there 
would be a great deal of unnecessary ex- 
penditure on small items. Like the hon. 
Gentleman who spoke last, he believed 
that the incrsased expenditure ought 
not to come on the local authority, but 
should come from the general taxpayers 
of the country. Education was a national 
business, and the great part of the ex- 
penditure ought to be paid by the general 
taxpayers. For that reason he was 
entirely in favour of the Amendment. 
The Government were not making them- 
selves popular with the ratepayers by this 
Bill; certainly not in the case of the 


Nonconformist ratepayers. But there 
were other ratepayers than Non- 
conformists who did not take much 


interest in ecclesiastical disputes, but 
who would be compelled to take an 
interest in this Bill, because their rates 
would increase under it for years to come. 


* Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said the hon. Member for 
Stretford had put in clear and beautiful 
language all that he wished to say on this 
question ; but he wanted to emphasise the 
view that this was not solely an agricul- | 
tural question. Although he was not | 
an agriculturist, he had the greatest 
sympathy with the views expressed by | 
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believed that the agriculturists in this 
country had had a very hard time, but 


contend that the technical education of 
working men could be a remedy for agri- 
cultural distress. All that was utter 
rubbish. All that technical education 
could do as regards the agricultural 
labourer would be to turn an efficient 
working man into an indifferent clerk. 
There were many constituencies where 
the people were very poor, and these 


should not be called upon to find the 


money for what was really a national 
charge. He agreed with a good deal 
of what had fallen from the hon. Member 
for Tamworth. He thought that some 
part of the expenditure should fall on 
the rates, as it did at present, otherwise 
no motive would exist for economy ; but 
where he especially agreed with his hon. 
friend was that the money should be so 
distributed between voluntary and other 
schools that each should have their share 
of the rates already existing ; and that no 
increased burden whatever should be cast 
on the ratepayers of the country. He 
was not an educational enthusiast. He 
believed that a majority in the House 
and in the country were education mad, 
and those who were education mad and 
not the unfortunate local ratepayers ought 
to be made to pay the piper. To his 
mind their duty was to help the denomina- 


_ tional schools, which taught the children 


their duty to God and man. For these 
reasons he was in hearty accord with 
what he conceived to be the general 
principles of the Bill, and he thanked 
the First Lord of the Treasury for his 
sympathetic speech. 


*Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said that in his reply to the right hon. Mem- 
ber for Sleaford, the Prime Minister gave a 
promise that at some future time he would 
give a contrihution in aid of the ratepayers 
out of the Imperial funds. To his mind, 
however, a bird in the hand was worth 
two in the bush, and he thought that 
if this Amendment had the effect of 
causing that contribution to be made 
immediately it would be a very good 
thing indeed. Hesupported the Amend- 
ment on the ground of educational 
efficiency. He was one of those people 
who thought that the more money that 
was spent on education the better, but at 


the right hon. Member for Sleaford. He | thesame time he believed that the more 
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money provided out of the rates for) 
education the worse it was for education. | 


They had only to consider the complaints 


that had been made in days gone by in| 


regard to the small rural School Boards. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Considered in Committee 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 13 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 5, line 21, to leave out the words 


‘expenses of a Council under this Act,’ and in- , 


sert the words ‘expenditure out of rates under 
this Act shall in no case exceed one-fourth of 
the whole expenditure on education by the 


education authority, and the expenses of that | 


authority.” ” —(My. chaplin.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the 
words ‘expenses of a Council’ stand 
part of the Clause.” 


*(9.0.) Mr. SOARES, continuing his | 


speech, said that when the sitting was 
suspended he was pointing out that if 
a large proportion of the money to be 


expended on education was to come out | 


of the rates, it would be a bad thing for 
education. He gave as an instance 
those “rural School Boards” which 
had, to his mind at any rate, been 


unjustly attacked in the House for | 


their inefficiency. They had always been 
told these Schoo] Boards were inefficient, 
because the managers preferred low rates 
or no rates rather than educational 
efficiency. They did not wish to see 
those principles applied to the education 
committee about to be 
They must remember that 
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County | had also a very high authority for the 
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they had been in the past. He, for one, 
was very much atraid that if one candi- 
date for the County Council had on his 
programme Low rates and Not so much 
education, and another High rates and 
Good education, the first would succeed. 
In his opinion by far the greater portion 
of the money to be expended on educa- 
| tion should be borne out of the Imperial 
Exchequer. He quite agreed that the 
locality ought to bear some proportion. 
The locality ought to bear such a pro- 
portion as would ensure due economy. 
Education was a national subject. A 
clever, well-educated young man was, to 
his mind, a national asset, and not a local 
|asset of any sort or description. If 
in a country district a young man re- 
| ceived a good education and proved to be 
a clever fellow, unless he had capital it 
was no good his remaining there; he 
probably went to a town where he could 
get good opportunities of making a 
success in life, and the town got the 
benefit of the money expended on his 
education and not the country district. 
He was sure that if rates were materially 
increased by this Bill they would fall 
very hardly indeed on the agricultural 
portion of the community. It was true 
that last year was a good year for the 
farmers, but as a matter of fact he knew 
that farmers hardly made a bare living 
‘out of it, and many of them did not 
succeed in making interest on their 
capital. He would admit that under 
the existing circumstances any increase 
‘in the rates was bound eventually to 
fall on the landlord. For the first few 
| years, however, he did not believe it 
would fall on the landlord. It in fact 
only fell on the landlord when there was @ 
re-valuation for rental purposes or when 
there was a change of tenancy. They 
had proof of that inthe working of the 
Agricultural Rating Act. Whenever 
there was a re-letting or re-valuation the 
| whole benefit at once went to the land- 
‘lord. 

| Mr. JOHNSTONE (Sussex, Horsham): 
| How do you know that? 


| *Mr. SOARES: [ learnt it from 
in my constituency. He 


Council elections in the future would | statement as well, for the right hon. 
be very much more stiffly fought than | Gentleman the Member for Sleaford said 


Mr. Soares. 
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on one occasion that when rates were 
high rents were low, and when rates 
were low rents were high. After all 
this wa- one of the elementary rules of 
political economy. A farm could only 
produce @ certain amount of profit per 
annum ; a portion of that went to the 
landlord as rent, and the remainder went 
tothe tenant as interest on his capital 
and as a reward for his skill and labour. 
But if they were going to increase the 
amount of the rates, who was to bear 
that loss? For the first few years it 
would be the tenant, and under the 
existing circumstances of agriculture the 
tenant could not afford to pay. But 
after a time the landlord would have to 
bear the loss. Seeing that at the present 
time landlords had a majority in the 
County Councils, he thought everybody 
would admit these gentlemen would 
be against increasing the rates. He 
heartily supported the Amendment, and 
meant to vote for it. 


*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said the dis- 
cussion had been conducted with a 
view to finding a means of putting the 
eost of rural education upon the tax- 
payer in boroughs, transferring what 
ought to be the proper local share to a 
part of the country where it had not 
been incurred, and where it certainly 
ought not to be artificially raised. The 
first objection to this proposal was that 
it was totally inconsistent with the policy 
upon which the finance of education had 
teen conducted ever since State aid was 
given for education. Down to the 
present time the theory of the matter 
had been that education was a matter of 
local concern, and the contributions 
which were made by the Exchequer 
were contributions of assistance towards 


the discharge of the local duties. For | 


the future, apparently that point of view 


was to be entirely ignored. The contri- , 


bution of the State had increased during 
living memory first to one-third, then to 


half, and now to a sum not exceeding | 


three-quarters, and this was an attempt to 
make the State the paymaster of the whole 
cost of education, for the sake of some dis- 
tricts where there was no sincere interest 
neducation. In the towns there was an 
active and sincere interest in education. 
The ratepayers desired that education 
Should be thorough. They believed it 


| damage to the cause of education. 
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was a national as well as a local interest. 
The proposal before the Committee was a 
retrograde one. The system heretofore 
had been that the nationaland localinterest 
in education should be stimulated by con- 
tributions which were required for the 
purpose from the local authority, and to 
make local education efficient, first by 
providing a system of inspection, and 
then by providing substantial assistance 
out of public funds. If the present pro- 
posals were carried, the Clause would be 
accepted as a declaration of Parliament 
that the policy to be pursued in the matter 
was to prevent local authorities from in- 
dulging in any enthusiasm for education 
and to warn them that if they were 
enthusiasts, they should take care not 
to contribute more than a farthing in 
the penny. 


*Mr. SOARES: And get everything 
else necessary from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer. 


*Mr. DUKE: Of course they were 
to have confidence in the unlimited 
generosity of the Imperial Exchequer. 
He had no sort of sympathy with people 
who wanted education without paying 
for it, and he had a great deal of 
repugnance towards any tendency for 
charging the costs of education in one 
part in an unequal rate upon the tax- 
payers in another part of the country. 
If the burden was to be a national one, 
and there was to be no check upon local 


contributions, it should be an equal 


burden all over the country. That was 


_not what was proposed by the right hon. 


Gentleman the Member for Sleaford. 
It was not fair that residents in 


| boroughs and persons interested in com- 


merce should be made to contribute more 
largely to Imperial taxation than"dwellers 
in the country. Let them have a con- 
sistent policy in this matter. If education 
was to be a national burden, let them face 
it and impose safeguards, but do not let 
them have the local authority mas- 
querading as enthusiasts for education, 


_and procuring the benefits of education 


without any cost to themselves. The 
inevitable result of that would be extrava- 
gance in the local and rural authorities 
and dissatisfaction among the urban 
authorities, with consequent serious 
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*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen | 


Boroughs) said he viewed education as a | 


national question, and one that should be 
kept outside Party politics. The Prime 
Minister ought to bear in mind it was his 
duty to legislate for the whole nation, 


without consideration for any Party, | 


religious or political. Referring to the 
speech the Prime Minister had delivered 


earlier in the evening, the hon. Member | 
remarked that he rubbed his eyes when | 


he heard the Prime Minister describe 


himself as a benefactor to the ratepayers. | 


He thought at once of his own constitu- 
ency. In the case of Llanelly, one of 
the two boroughs which he had the 
honour to represent, a calculation had 
been made for the year ending 29th 
September last, which showed that under 
this Bill on the poor-rate assessment 
there would be earned an aid-grant of 
£2,658, whereas under the present law 
there would be earned £3,041. Here 
was a loss of £383. How then could the 
Llanelly ratepayers regard the First Lord 
of the Treasury as a benefactor? He 
declined to accept the right hon. Gentle- 
man as a benefactor until he knew of 


some action of his which would justify | 


the title. If he wished to be a bene- 
factor let him tax ground values and 
royalties for the purposes of education, 
and let him divert the three million doles 
from parsons and landlords to education. 
There would be severe punishment to the 
Tory Party at the next election on 
account of this Bill, but if the rates 
increased under its enactments, as there 
was every prospect of their doing, then 
the punishment would be still greater. 
Injustice marked every line of the Bill. 
He would not have the Prime Minister 
imagine that the feeling of the country 
against the Bill in this House was repre- 
sented by the Opposition; on the con- 
trary, the feeling in the country was ten 
times stronger than that shown upon this 
side of the House. The Bill might have 
been introduced and carried a hundred 
years ago—at the commencement of the 
nineteenth century—but it was lament- 
able that on the dawn of the twentieth 
century, in an enlightened age, such an 
unjust Bill should be forced through the 
House. He felt that there was never a 
better or stronger case for the Liberal 
Party to fight for. If only they could 
have William Ewart Gladstone with them 
for one week, the Liberals would drive 
the Tory Party out of office. 


He could 
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not understand why Members opposite 
did not make up their minds to appeal 
to the country on the question. The 
Colonial Secretary had stated on the 


previous night that he had no objection 
to appeal to the country if (there was 


always an “if”) other duties did not 
prevent. He hoped it was clearly under- 
stood that many good and noble men 
would let their goods be sold and would 
suffer imprisonment rather than pay the 
rates. e therefore urged the Govern- 
ment to pause before it was too late 
rather than force through the House a 
Bill which would cause a revolution in 
the land. 


Mr. JOHNSTONE said the hon. 
Member who last spoke had given 
them a discourse on the general iniquities 
of the Bill, but had hardly touched on the 
point under discussion. He very greatly 
regretted that this Amendment should 
have been moved by a right hon. Gentle- 
man who had, in the past, identified 
himself so largely with the agricultural 
interest in that House. The right hon. 
Gentleman had done a great deal for the 
agricultural interest, but he could not 
think he was doing it a good service when 
he brought forward this Amendment. 
Some years ago, a Bill was introduced by 
the right hon. Member for Sleaford, which 
very much reduced the assessment of 
agricultural land for the Poor and other 
rates. He supported that measure, 
because he believed it to be one of abso- 
lute justice. But, having obtained justice, 
he did not think it behoved those who 
represented the interests of agriculture to 
come to the House continually and plead 
for sympathy or compassion. He would 
like to hear from the hon. Member for 
Barnstaple who were the wicked landlords 
who had put into their pockets advantages 
which the tenants ought to enjoy, or who 
had raised their rents on those advantages 
conferred by Parliament. He knew of no 
such case, and he doubted if one could be 
produced for the edification of Parliament. 
The rating of agricultural land was, to 
his mind, placed on a fair basis under 
the right hon. Gentleman’s Act of 1896 
—a basis which he thought the House 
would never upset or interfere with. 
Having thus obtained justice, let them 
be satisfied, and not come to that House 
on every conceivable occasion and say 
they were ground down, that they were 
oppressed, and could not live on account 














820 
site 


The 
the 
tion 
was 
not 
der- 
nen 
yuld 
the 
ern- 
late 
ea 


10N, 
ven 
ties 
the 
atly 
uld 
tle- 
fied 
iral 
on. 
the 
not 
hen 
ant. 
by 
Lich 
ot 
her 
1re, 


ice, 
vho 
> to 
ead 
uld 
for 
rds 
ges 
vho 
ges 
“no 
be 
nt. 
to 
der 
396 
use 
th. 
em 
use 
Say 
ere 
int 











$21 Education 





of the burden of rates on their shoulders. 
Curiously enough, on the preceding Sun- 
day he was turning over the pages of a 
county history and he noticed that in 
1801, in three parishes near where he 
lived nuw, the parish rate was 9s., 6s., 
and 5s. respectively. Nowadays the 
average rate in rural parishes in England 
does not exceed 5s.. and seeing that 
agricultural land was assessed at half its 
value, he did not think they ought to 
have that eternal cackle about the rates 
being too high. There were other things, 
no doubt, which pressed heavily on them, 
among them the facilities for borrowing 





which had been given to the spending 
authorities, who thus increased their 
burdens. When the question of educa- 
tion was at stake, he did not think they 
ought to ask for any better bargain 
than they had got under this Bill. 
He could not altogether agree with the 
arguments of the hon. Member for 
Barnstaple that the benefit of the money 
spent on education in several districts 
was lost because a young man went off 
to the town to make a living. In many 
cases they came back to spend the money 
they had earned, and therefore the ex- 
penditure on education was a good in- 
vestment. County Council elections 
were not always to be turned by cries of 
low rates. Much depended on the can- 
didate, and if he were a man who enjoyed 
the confidence of the people of the dis- 
trict he would get elected, so long as he 
declared for economy with efficiency. 
His opinion was they had very much 
overridden their horse of high rates. 
It certainly was not dignified or to their 
credit, and he did not think it was to the 
interest of agriculture to reiterate the 
plea that the rates were too heavy to be 
borne and should be placed on the 
shoulders of other persons. 


(9.30.) Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Nor- 
folk, N.W.) said that the debate, in some 
parts of it at least, had been on the 
incidence of taxation rather than on the 
Amendment before the Committee. 
The incidence of taxation was a very 
important question, which ought to 
have been dealt with by the strongest 
Government of modern times before now; 
but it was not a proper topic to discuss 
on the present Amendment. He re- 
presented a purely agricultural district, 
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and he regretted that, therefore, he was 
compelled to dissociate himself from some 
of his hon. friends who found it incumbent 
on them to support the Amendment. 
He did not believe that if the Amend- 
ment were passed, it could possibly 
obtain one penny from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer. It was a law of Parliament 
that no such Amendment would be in 
order, or that under it a penny could be 
obtained from the Imperial Exchequer 
for the purpose of reducing the cost of 
education throughout the country and 
relieving the rates. Therefore, the result 
of the Amendment would be that less 
money would be spent on education, 
and that education would be less efticient 
in the country districts. Whatever view 
the agricultural interest might take on 
the question, he for one was not pre- 
pared to purchase votes by promoting 
inefficient education. That was the 
principle on which he stood. He felt, 
however, that the expense of carrying 
out one part of the Bill might very 
properly be borne by the Imperial Ex- 
chequer. He referred to the secondary 
education part. The Prime Minister said, 
on more than one occasion, that it was 
necessary to provide for the more effec- 
tive training of teachers; and he felt 
that that, too, was, very properly, a 
national and not a local charge. But as 
regarded elementary education, he was 
quite sure that the principle in the Bill 
was a just one, and that the locality 
should bear some part of the expense. 
He was very anxious that no Amend- 
ment should be passed which would 
prevent efficient education in the rural 
districts. He was perfectly well aware 
that children in the agricultural districts 
were placed at a considerable disadvan- 
tage already, through the want of proper 
educational facilities. The appliances and 
the teaching staffs were very inefficient, 
as arule, because of the want of sufficient 
expenditure, and his view of the Amend- 
ment was that if it were carried less 
money would be spent on education. 
Therefore he was not prepared to support 
it, even though it might be rezarded as 
an attempt to relieve the rates. Before 
the introduction of the Education Act of 
1870, the contribution fromthe Imperial 
Exchequer was fixed at one-third. It 
was afterwards advanced to one-half, and 
now the right hon. Gentleman claimed 
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that not more than a fourth should be 
paid by the ratepayers in the locality. 
He was rather surprised that his hon. 
friend had not looked with greater sus- 
picion on the Amendment, coming from 
the quarteritdid. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was not in favour of educational 
progress unless it could be obtained free 
of cost; and, looking at the character of 
the support which the Amendment had 
received, he was quite certain that its 
aim was not educational efficiency. In 
these circumstances, he hoped the Com- 
mittee would negative it by a large 
majority. He was quite sure that if 
they put the advantages of education 
before the rural districts that they would 
find a response, although it might be 
slow. If the interests of agriculture 
could only be promoted by the means 
suggested in the Amendment, then, in- 
deed, as an industry, it was very near 
its lowest ebb. He opposed the Amend- 
ment as one which could not possibly 
reduce the burden on the ratepayers, 
while it would, in some ways, prevent 
the spread of education on the lines they 
desired throughout the agricultural 
districts. 


*Sir W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
ford) said he felt it difficult to give a 
silent vote in regard to the Amendment ; 
and he made no apology for trespassing 
on the Committee for a few minutes, 
because, after all, the question was a very 
important one, which should not be put 
lightly aside. They were all agreed that 
some of the burden in connection with 
education should be put upon the 
locality; and it was perfectly obvious 
that, from an administrative point of 
view, there should be such a charge. 
In the first place, some of the chief 
powers would be taken away from the 
new authority if they had no funds 
to dispose of ; and therefore, from a 
common-sense point of view, some charge 
must rest on the locality. His right hon. 
friend moved the Amendment to safe- 
guard the agricultural interest in particu- 
lar from the possibility of an indefinite 
charge on the rates. The Amendment 
was, in his opinion, an impossible Amend- 
ment as it stood. He had had the 
honour of carrying one or two Bills 
through the House connected with edu- 
cation; but he never, in his wildest 


Mr. George White. 
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dreams, thought of placing a Clause such 
as the Amendment of his right hon. 
friend in any of them. They were deal- 
ing with the indefinite in connection with 
the rates which would have to be paid 
under the Bill. Neither those who 
framed the Bill, nor those who had 
given it the closest attention, could tell 
within ld. or 2d. or 3d. what the ulti- 
mate cost would be. He would venture 
to suggest to his right hon. friend not to 
proceed to a division on the Amendment. 
He would give a practical reason for that 
suggestion. They had had a speech from 
the Prime Minister, who was in charge 
of the Bill, and if that speech had been 
unsympathetic, as regarded any proposal 
for a further charge on the Imperial 
Exchequer, he would have recommended 
his right hon. friend, as a_ protest, 
to divide on the Amendment ; but that 
speech was sympathetic to a high degree, 
and although the Prime Minister, very 
properly, could not pledge himself that, 
in the future, further -relief would be 
afforded, although he gave no direct 
promise, he at all events indicated that 
what had been already done woul not 
be a bar towards further relief in the 
same direction. Surely, from the business 
point of view, they could not secure a 
better situation in connection with the 
question at issue. He was one of those 
who believed that the estimates made of 
what the cost would be under the Bill were 
much exaggerated. His right hon. friend 
the Member for Thanet, who looked upon 
him as a faddist in matters of education, 
said that the cost would be unlimited, and 
that there would be extravagance on the 
part of the local authorities. Nothing of 
the kind. The local authorities had been 
dealing with an education problem up to 
the present which was far more difficult 
than they would have to solve under the 
Bill. The Bill would do away with the 
foolish extravagance in the past, whereby 
money was spent on elementary education 
without any guarantee that that education 
would be continued. Extravagance suchas 
that would be once and for all abolished. 
Then, with regard to the rate, it was per- 
fectly true that there might be a rise, and 
even an abnormal rise, in some districts ; 
but the increased rate would be an invest 
ment that would bear good fruit. When 
a school was improved, when a popular 
master and mistress were introduced, the 
immediate result was a considerable rise 
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in the attendance, and a consequent im- 
provement in the grant ; and that addition 
to the grant must be balanced against the 
rate before they came to the net result. He 
desired to point out to hon. Members who 
were puzzled as to how they would vote, 
to remember that a great deal of pressure 
would be put on the Government in the 
future to afford further relief where a 
very heavy charge had been incurred 
and serious injustice inflicted, and that 
that pressure would be _ irresistible. 
Therefore, looking at the whole situation. 
he was perfectly satisfied to let it rest as 





it was, coupling with the speech of the 


Prime Minister, the certain pressure which | 


would follow if there was an undue 


increase Of the rates in any district— | 


pressure which would be so great that 
relief must come. He believed that the 
whole result would be that there would 
he a fair balance between the charge from 
the Imperial Exchequer and that proper 
charge which ought to come from the 
local rates. If his right hon. friend went 
toa division he would vote against him, 
although he had the greatest possible 
sympathy with the cause he advocated 
against the piling up of rates to an unjust 
extent, whether in town or country. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) said he was 
extremely suspicious of the quarter 
fom which the Amendment pro- 
ceeded. He was also somewhat timid 
of the hon. Baronet ‘the Member for 
South Somerset, and whenever he heard 
in the speeches of the hon. Baronet 
an allusion to the Central Chamber of 
Agriculture, it always threw him into a 
site of perturbation. The hon. Gentle- 
man took as his text the Amendment, 
but the gist of his sermon referred to 
another matter altogether. The Amend- 
ment itself was fairly harmless and 
innocuous. He did not think that any 
hon. Gentleman would object to some 
limitation being placed on the rates; but 
the right hon. Gentleman argued the 
matter simply from the standpoint of 
the agricultural interest. The hon. 


Gentleman’s argument was one which 
was somewhat familiar tothe Committee. 
They had heard it previously, and it 
amounted to this—that although local | 
burdens might increase, and although | 
other people might be rated, the agri- | 
cultural interest should go free. 


He | 
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did not, however, think that the 
hon. Gentleman could argue that in 


agricultural districts rates bore with 
very great severity. The average rate 
on agricultural land was from ls. to 
ls. 3d. in the £ ; whereas rates in towns 
were from 6s. to 10s. in the £. The 
matter was one which affected all kinds 
of rating; and one which ought to be 
discussed simply from the standpoint of 
agriculture. The proper principle was 
that where they had increased local 
burdens, all rateable property should 
contribute equally. Surely the hon. 
Gentleman could not contend that a 
farmer, who only paid one-twentieth 
of his full rateable value, suffered more 
than a person who had to contribute 
one-half. The hon. and learned Member 
for the Stretford Division alluded to the 
Report of the Royal Commission on 
Local Taxation. The hon. and learned 
Member took a prominent and eminent 
part in the deliberations of that Com- 
mission, and he was sure they would 
all support the hon. and learned Member 
if he could only persuade the Govern- 
ment to legislate on the lines of that 
Report. That was the real solution of 
the question; and until that was done, 
discussions such as the present would 
crop up from time to time and be as use- 
ful in the future as they had been in the 


past. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) 
much regretted that the Amendment had 
not the support of the right hon. Gentle- 
manthe Member forthe Dartford Division, 
and could only suppose that the agricul- 
tural depression had not reached the 
somewhat suburban constituency he 
represented. He hoped it would not be 
long before it did. 


*Sir W. HART DYKE: I have had 
twenty-seven years of it. 

Mayor RASCH said in his con- 
stituency they always had it. He 


thanked the First Lord of the Treasu v 
for permitting a certain amount of 
additional discussion of this Clause and for 
the sympathetic allusion he had made to 
what might possibly happen in a few days. 
If he might venture to suggest a fault in 
connection with his — hon. friend’s 
management of the Bill, he thought that 
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his right hon. friend might have selected | hon. Member, of the anecdote of Lord 
the principle of short speeches instead of | Chesterfield and: Dr. Johnson. Hon, 
that of closure by compartments. Things Members would know to what anecdote 
were very different now from what they | he referred, and he need not pursue 
were when the First Lord of the Treasury | the reference. [Hon. MEMBERS: Quote. | 
addressed them on the 26th of June, The anecdote was simply this. When 
when be promised them a subvention the great lexicographer was strug. 
in aid of the rates. They were ina very gling with the difficulties of bringing 
much worse position now than they were out his dictionary, he called on Lord 
then; and, although it was only four Chesterfield, who kept him waiting in his 
months ago, it seemed almost pre-Adamite. _ante-room a long time and did not after 
Secondary education was then permissive ; | all give him a satisfactory answer. When 
it was now going to be compulsory. the initial difficulties had been overcome 
[Mr. A. J. Batrour: Oh, no.} As’ Lord Chesterfield came to his assistance, 
far as his limited intelligence could guide and Dr. Johnson said he was not of as 
him, he believed it was going to be com- much use to him as if he had been there 
pulsory, but he would drop that. With a little earlier. The support of the hon. 
reference to the voluntary schools, by a Members for Oldham ought to be his, for, 
sort of hocus-pocus which he could not whether they knew it or not, they were 
understand, they were to be called “pro- the apostolic successors of one of the 
vided” schools in certain circumstances, greatest of Englishmen— William Cobbett 
in which case they too would come on —who said in the House of Commons that 
the rates. That was another reason why | he would never put a tax on agricultural 
they should have the sympathetic atten- land for the purpose of education, 
tion of the First Lord of the Treasury. He wished to know why the Govern 
They stood in a very different position ment could not give a grant of 42s. 6d. 
now from that in which they did when for each child; and if people were fools 
the Bill was read a first time. Now they enough to spend more, that would be 
had a new Chancellor of the Exchequer, their fault, and not the fault of the 
and there was a good deal in that. At Government. There was no reason 
that time, he himself was in the position why the agricultural interest should be 
of Athanasius against the world. He had slaughtered to make an educational 
no friend in the House from an educational }ojiday. He failed to understand the 
point of view. Now things were different. feeling of some hon. Gentlemen on. this 
The Times, which used to refer to himself jyatter. The hon. Member for Wigan 

and his friends as rustic individuals, harm. : ‘ : 5 
; - : was an enthusiast, even a fanatic, on 

less faddists in the matter of education, — , . yal 

~ - 7’ eaucation. He believed the hon. Member 
and all that, had come round to their side 1 . ary ap wie” 
i ceilaaeminn tn Shas teihten das ties Ga, ae d be quite satisfied if « very farm in 
SO Ti not pty tL, | East Anglia went out of cultivation if 
what The Times said today most sensible ; r ‘I q 2 fr 
people, at any rate, thought tomorrow. 2 re i Spee Sn pas oe 
That was his experience at all events. S©200° On 7 2. . 
interest in this House was long-com- 


The right hon. Gentleman the Member aa ae "hey did 
for West Monmouth rendered valuable plaining and long-suffering. They di 
not make half as much noise as they 


assistance on the Second Reading of the ?° ; : t é 
Bill with reference to this particular ™ight about their grievances. They did 
matter. He had never thought that the not ask for doles or loans, and, if they 
right hon. Gentleman was opposed to the did, they knew perfectly well they 
agricultural interest, although he was, would not get them. All they asked 
charged with it. Another right hon. was that they should be treated fairly 
Gentleman, rather late in the day, at the and honestly. He was afraid he had 
eleventh hour, almost at a quarter to spoken too long on this particular 
twelve—he alluded of course to the right question, and he hoped hon. Members 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the Slea-' would pardon him for having done s0. 
ford Division—although he voted for the ; He represented a constituency almost 
First and Second Readings of the Bill, entirely agricultural; where his sup 
now came and gave them what support porters were divided into two camps— 
he could. Of course, every little helped, those who were ruined and those who 
and it was better late than never. He} were going to be ruined : where the rates 
was reminded,with reference to the right , were absolutely crushing; and where 


Major Rasch. 
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they were at their wits’ end to make a 
living. The only way in which he could 
justify his continued existence as a 
Member of the House was by standing 
up, aS best he could, for the men who 
sent him there. 


(10.0) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he con- 
gratulated his hon. and gallant friend 


on having kept within his own rule. 


as to a time limit, even on a subject in 
which he knew he was deeply interested. 
It was the highest tribute he could pay 


to the value of the principle he had | 


preached in the House. He only rose 
now to suggest to the Committee that 
the debate on this Amendment might 
now come to a conclusion. He thought 
bis right hon. friend who moved the 
Amendment might be content with the 
interesting debate he had initiated—a 
debate which had dealt adequately, he 
thought, with the important matters his 
right hon. friend had raised. He ven- 
tured to suggest that, as the terms of the 
Amendment were hardly of a kind which 
the House as a practical body of legislators 
could accept, his right hon. friend might 
consent to withdraw his Motion. 


Mr. CHAPLIN said he might be per- 
mitted to say a few words in reply to the 
appeal of his right hon. friend. His right 
hon. friend urged him not to press the 
Amendment ; on the other hand he had 


been urged by a great many people | 


from all parts of the country to press it 
to the utmost. If he did not press it, 
what could he tell his friends and sup- 
porters ? Had his right hon. friend offered 
anything specific? He did not think he 
had. Did his right hon. friend give any 
distinct promise of any further grant ? 
He gave his sympathy, and he was 
perfectly sure that his right hon. friend 
was thoroughly sincere in that ; and he 
thought he understood his right hon. 
friend to hold out some hope—{[Mr. 
J. Batrour: Hear, hear]—that 
he might be able to render assistance 
later. If his right hon. friend would 
tell the supporters of the Amendment 
that they might entertain a reasonable 
expectation that another year, if not 
this year, unless unforeseen circumstances 
arose which put difficulties in the way 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, he 
might be able to come forward with 
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|some further help in the direction he 
|had indicated, he would be ready to 
| withdraw the Amendment. 

| 
| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was 
| always very anxious on such occasions 
‘never to say anything that could be 
| twisted into a pledge. It was absolutely 
| necessary that pledges should be fulfilled, 
‘and he always endeavoured to fulfil 
|them to the letter, and, that being so, 
he was anxious not to use any terms 
'which could give rise to misunderstand- 
ings. He thought the actual promise 
made by his right hon. friend the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer of £930,000 
was exceedingly generous, and he 
thought it was sometimes forgotten 
that on a balance it meant several 
hundred thousand a year in the pockets 
of the ratepayers if education was kept 
at its present level, inasmuch as that 
gift irom the Exchequer was largely in 
excess of the amount to which voluntary 
subscribers would be relieved. He quite 
recognised, however, that probably educa- 
‘tion would not be kept at its present 
level, and he did not disguise from the 
House that probably there must be a 
| burden put on ratepayers who did not 
now bear that burden. Moreover it 
was possible, taking the ratepayers 
altogether as one corporate community, 
that they might not be gainers, but 
rather losers, by the Bill in the long 
run. He also recognised that the rate- 
| payers were overburdened, and he 
desired to repeat the hope which he 
expressed earlier in the evening that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer might 
at no distant date be able to add some- 
thing to the large and not ungenerous 
gift he had already made. He hoped 
|that statement would satisfy his right 
'hon. friend. It was not a pledge, and 
'must not be taken as a pledge. It was 
/a hope, an earnest and an honest hope, 
and one which he trusted the House wou d 
| see fulfilled. 

| Mr. CHAPLIN felt that his right hon. 
| friend had suid as much as a Minister in 
| his position could say at present, and 
| he the -efore asked leave to withdraw 
| the Amendment. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said before the 
Amendment was withdrawn, he wished 
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to know whether the rate for the margin 


{COMMONS} 


of the expense of education would be 


settled by representatives of people who 
did not themselves pay the rate. 


bill. 


The decision being challenged, 


*The CHAIRMAN : I will ask the hon, 


Members who challenge my decision to 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that matter TS¢ in their places. 


had been dealt with. 


(10.13). Question put. 


*The CHAIRMAN declared jthat the 


* Ayes” had it. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan,Sir William (Gateshead) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
dailey James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds. 
Balfour, Kenneth R. Christeh. 
Bell, Richard 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

grodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brook field, Colonel Montagu 
3rotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. ) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich’ 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Wore. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thomas H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Mr. M Kenna, 


Several Hon. Members having risen, 


Noes, 14. 


AYES. 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Vicount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dorington,Rt. Hon. SirJohn E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Evans, Samuel! T. (Glamorgan) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 


| Fielden,’ Edward Brocklehurst 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 


| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


| Gardner, Ernest 





Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 


| Gladstone,RtHn. HerbertJ ohn 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gorst, Kt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 


The Committee divided. 
(Division List No. 501.) 








Hardy ,Laurence(Kent, Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon, Claude George 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E,) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCeeil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, George 
Kennaway, Kt. Hon.SirJ ohn. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, SirJ oseph(Monm'th 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, ArthurH. (Hants, Fareham 
Leese,SirJ osephF. ( Acerington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Levy, Maurice 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,$ 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, Joho Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


Ayes 291 : 
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M‘Arthur William (Cornwall) | 


M‘Crae, George 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Maxwell, WGH(Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,J ohn Throgmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John(Montrose 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray ©. 
Murray, RtHn A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
(Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Partington, Oswald 

Panlton, James Mellor 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 


Allen, CharlesP.(Gloue.,Stroud 
Cremer, William Randal 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Lambert, George 
Lloyd-George, David 
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Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Biue 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


) 


| 
| 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 


toberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
toe, Sir Thomas 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 
tutherford, John 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Shackleton, David James 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, HC(North’ mb, Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker‘ Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Rt HnC. R. (Northants 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, John Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


NOES. 


; M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Trice, Robert John 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Talbot, Rt Hn.J.G(Oxf’'dUniv. 
Taylor, Au-tia (East Toxeth) 
Taylor, Tneodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, SirA.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thompson, DrE C(Monagh’n,N 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelvan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wallace, Robert 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E 
Welby,Lt.-Col A.C.E(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


| White, George (Norfolk) 


Whiteley, George (York,W.R. 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E. R.) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 


| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


TELLERS 


Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. FE. R.( Bath) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T.(Hudder-f'd 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yoxall, James Henry 


FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Aclanid- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


| Rigg, Richard 


White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
Edward Strachey and Mr. 
Soares. 





*(10.30.) Mk. SOARES in moving an 
Amendment to provide for the payment 
of “the reasonable travelling expenses 
of the members of the education com- 
wittee,” said the object of his proposal was 
to promote efficiency in education, and so 
iar as he knew it did not conflict with the 
political principles of either Party. It 
was, in fact, a logical result of the decision 
ot the Committee as to the advisability 
o6 members of existing School Boards 
veing appointed on the education com- 
mittees. It would greatly conduce to the 
power and efficiency of the education 
committee if the poorer portion of the 
middle class, and also working men, were 
represented upon it. The former were 











perpetually making great sacrifices in 
order to confer upon their children the 
great boon of a good education, and many 
of them were of an altruistic turn of 
mind, and would care for the education 
not only of their own children but also 
of others. Then it must not be forgotten 
that it was the children of working men 
who were principally affected by the Bill, 
and therefore asa class they ought to have 
a voice in the application of the principles 
ot the Bill. None would deny that the 
Labour Members of Parliament were an 
extremely valuable addition to the House, 
as they knew from practical experience 
what other Members knew only from 
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hearsay orin theory. One thing was per- 
fectly clear, viz., that the larger the field 
for the selection of 
committee the better the 
committee would be. They had fought 
for that principle with regard to the 


quest‘on of the appointment of teachers, | 


but had been beaten on that point on 
denominational grounds. 


Amendment. 


against this 
Amendment as he 


some such had 


proposed was accepted, they would shut | 


the door to the poorer portion of the 
middle class and to working men. Asa 


matter of fact we found that County | 
Councils consisted mainly of the squire | 
and other wealthy men—not because the | 


poorer men would not be elected if they 
put up, but because they could not stand 
as the expenses entailed were so heavy. 
The education committees, at first, would 
have a considerable number of meetings, 
and, as the areas were very large, the 
travelling expenses would form a serious 
item. He was aware that there was no 
precedent for the course he was proposing, 
but there were several things in the Bill 
itself for which there was no precedent. 


He did not look upon the Amendment as | 


verbally inspired, and so long as the 
principle was accepted he was prepared 
to accept any other form of words. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 21, after the word ‘Council, | 
to insert. the words ‘including the reasonable | 


travelling expenses of the members of the 
education committee.’”—(Mr. Soares.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. BRYCE joined earnestly in the 
appeal of his hon. friend that favourable 
consideration should be given to this 
Amendment. It would be difficult enough 
to induce many of those whom they 


would like to see on the Education Com- | 


mittee to give their time to the work, 
and if they removed the difficulty which 
the expense of travelling imposed it 
would be a great advantage to the new 
bodies. Clause 12 provided that persons 
with an experience of education and 
acquainted with the needs of the various 
kinds of schools should be added to the 
education committee. Among those 


schools were many which gave practical 
Mr. Soares. 
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the education | 
education | 


But there | 
were no such grounds to be alleged | 
Unless | 
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|or technical instruction, and it was very 
| desirable that no consideration of expense 
for travelling should prevent persons who 
had a practical knowledge of the work 
done by the technical schools from being 
able to attend the committee. This was 
_a valuable principle, and one that could 
easily be distinguished from the cases of 
other local authorities. It was a new 
case altogether. A new system was being 
started, and they ought to give that new 
system the best possible chance of enlist. 
ing the assistance of a class whose know- 
‘ledge and interest ought to be in the 
| service of education. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE LOCAI, 
GOVERN MENT BOARD (Mr. Wa ter 
Lone, Bristol, §.) said every one 
would share the general view of 
the right hon. Gentleman and _ the 
mover of the Amendment that every 
facility should be given for the 
attendance on these committees of 
as many as possible of the capable men 
whose services they desired to obtain. 
But no sound reason had been given why 
in this particular instance there should be 
a departure from the principle which had 
hitherto been consistently maintained in 
regard to all branches of local govem- 
ment. Generalities had been indulged in, 
but there had been no special evidence 
adduced to justify the Committee in 
| believing that there would be any difi- 
culties in the way of the attendance upon 
the education committee of representa- 
tives of the labouring class which were 
greater than those at present existining 
regard to County Councils, Boards ot 
Guardians, or any other local governing 
bodies. As a matter of practice, what 
was it that obtained in their County 
Councils? There were on nearly every 
County Council excellent representatives 
of the working classes. [Oppositios 
cries of “Oh.” ] 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) : No. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he did not 
know whether the hon. Member dis 
puted his statement as to the worl 
*-excellent’’ or ‘‘ representatives,”’ but 
it was idle for the hon. Gentleman to 
contradict him, for he was speaking 0 
what he knew. 


Mr. BROADHURST : So am I. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG insisted that | 
there were excellent representatives of | 
the working classes on many of their 
County Councils, and it had never yet 
been asserted that if working men were 
absent from County Councils it was 
because they could not afford to pay 
their travelling expenses. What had 
been said, and what was said, by the 
mover of the Amendment was that it 
was not the travelling expenses that pre- 
vented working men from attending on 
these bodies, but the fact that they could 
not spare the time necessary for the per- 
formance of these duties. 


*Mr. SOARES: I said it was the 
travelling expenses principally which 
caused them to be unable to be elected 
on these bodies. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said it was not 
the travelling expenses alone that pre- 
vented working men joining public 
bodies. Everybody must know that men 
whose daily employment was a matter 
of money, In nine cases out of ten could 
not afford, unless they were paid for the 
work, to give up their employment to 
attend the meetings. If they justified 
the payment of travelling expenses on 
the ground that they wanted the 
presence of these men on the County 
Councils, why should they not go 
further and pay them their out-of-pocket 
expenses? That was a proposal which 
had never yet been assented to by Parlia- 
ment, and he hoped the Committee 
would not in this particular instance, 
and on such insufficient grounds, take 
adeparture from anything that had yet 
been found necessary in any branch of 
their local government. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, W.R., Shipley) pointed out that 
on Urban District Councils travelling 
expenses were paid. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that that 
applied only to members who went out- 
side the area of the Council on business 
connected with the Council, but it had 
nothing whatever to do with attendance 
at the meetings of the body itself within 
itsarea. ‘The proposal would be a serious 
departure from a well recognised and 
hitherto generally accepted principle | 
[FoURTH SERIES. | 
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which ought not to be made except on 
much stronger grounds than had been 
put forward. 


Mr. BROADHURST said if the 
right hon. Gentleman had _ confined 
his remarks about Labour representation 
to London he would have strengthened 
his position, for there were several most 
careful and powerful representatives of 
labour on the London County Council. 
If, however, the right hon. Gentleman 
meant that there was a good representa- 
tion of labour by working men on County 
Councils generally, then he was en- 
tirely wrong, and it was on that point 
that he ventured to contradict the right 
hon. Gentleman. The difficulty was that 
many agricultural labourers and village 
tradesmen would not be able to give their 
services if their expenses were not allowed, 
although they would not mind losing a 
day’s work occasionally. The expenses of 
an agricultural labourer attending meet- 
ings of this kind for one day would pro 
bably be six times as much as his loss in 
wages. Although it was quite true that 
County Councils were elected by popular 
vote, the expenses attaching to service on 
County Councils really constituted a pro- 
perty qualification, and although techni- 
cally there was no such qualification, in 
practice a considerable qualification was 
necessary. He had served many years on 
a County Council, and to attend its meet- 
ings involved on an average a cost of 10s. 
per day. That was more than any work- 
ing man could afford. He should like to 
do service on many of the committees of 
the County Council but he had been 
obliged to resign his membership of those 
committees on account of the heavy cost 
attaching to attendance at those meetings. 
There was no reason why they should not 
allow expenses in these particular cases. 
He thought the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite would remember that in the year 
L888 this question was fought in several 
divisions, and what did they say at that 
time? Their argument was that in the 
overwhelming majority of County Coun- 
cils, labour would be excluded by direct 
representation by Labour representatives 
unless reasonable travelling expenses were 
allowed. That had proved to be true. He 
did not suppose that they could find twenty 
real working men, representative of labour, 
on the County Councils in the whole of 
the kingdom outside Loadon. Therefore 


2F 
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his hon. friend’s Amendment was only a | this was not true, and this object could 


reproduction of a Motion which they made 
upon a former occasion with regard to 
reasonable travelling expenses being 
allowed. The hon. Member for the Ship- 
ley Division of Yorkshire was perfectly 
right in what he had said. It was an 
acknowledged fact that they prevented 
the direct representation of labour by re- 
fusing to pay their travelling expenses ; 
and yet the members of the Council, by 


being appointed on deputations and 
instructed to undertake all sorts of 
experiments, and con- 


investigations, 
ferences, could have their expenses paid 
upon the most liberal, and sometimes 
the most lavish, scale. Therefore he 
thought the interjection of the hon. 
Member opposite was most valuable, and he 


did not think the President of the Local | 


Government Board appreciated the course 
of that remark. If his hon. friend 
behind him would modify his Amend- 
ment in order to insert the words “ where 
applied for ’—[OppositIoN cries of “ No, 
no!’’|—he was only endeavouring to 
do something which would ease the rash 
position which the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite had taken up. [An Hon. MeM- 
BER: That would be invidious.| Yes, it 
weuld, but there were some Members of 
this House who got pensions, and others 
who did not get them. There was no 
indignity in connection with that pro- 
cedure in the House; at any rate, if he 
had the opportunity he should not con- 
sider it beneath his dignity. He was only 
now taking a Conservative view of the 
matter. He was sure his hon. friend 
would not mind modifying his Amend- 
ment in this respect, if by that means they 
could induce the Government to meet 
them in regard to this matter. What 
they prophesied upon this subject in 
1888 had come true, for labour had been 
excluded from direct representation by 
working men on account of the insur- 
mountable expense, not so much in 
regard to the loss of wage earning, as in 
regard to the out-of pocket expenses in 
regard to travelling and other matters. 
Now the Government had the opportunity 
of rectifying the mistake they made in 
188°. 
Exchequer stated that no difficulty 
would arise, and that Labour representa- 
tives would find their way on to those 
Councils, but it had been proved that 


Mr. Broadhurst, 


In that year the Chancellor of the | 


/not be accomplished unless an Amend- 


ment, similar to the one now before the 
Committee was inserted in the Bill. 


*(10.55.) Mr. SHACKLETON (Lanea- 
shire, Clitheroe) said he thought this 
was a subject upon which a Member 
representing Labour interests could fairly 
claim the indulgence of the Com- 
mittee for a few moments. The right 
hon. Gentleman representing the Govern- 
ment on this question said there was no 
precedent for such a proposal. ‘The adop. 
tion of this proposal would not be the first 
precedent set in this House, and he was 
sure that it would be one of the best pre- 


' cedents that Parliament had ever set. It 


had been said that these expenses did not 
debar working-men from joining public 
bodies. He thought he could show that 
the opposite was the case. He could 
prove that, in Lancashire, working-men 
were taking a great interest in public 
affairs. In the borough of Colne, one- 
third the members of the Council were 
Labour representatives, simply on account 
of the fact that there were no out-of- 
pocket expenses attached to their attend- 
ance at the meetings of that Council. In 
Nelson, there were three or four Labour 
members on the Council, and in Black- 
burn there were no less than eight Labour 
representatives. | Those were all places 
where there were no out-of-pocket  ex- 
penses entailed in regard to attendance. 
Those three instances would prove that 
working-men were anxious to attend on 
these public bodies in order to give what 
little intelligence and service — they 
could when they had the opportunity. 


Probably hon. Members would say 
that this was not a very expensive 
business. Let them put the expense at 


5s. per week. The trade with which he 
had been closely connected was one in 
which the average weekly wage was not 
more than 23s. or 24s. a week. He 
would ask hon. Members whose incomes 
were perhaps something like £50 a week 
whether they would like to sacrifice 
one-fourth of that income in order to 
attend the meetings of any public body! 
This 5s. a week to the class of men he 
had referred to would be a far more 
serious loss to them than the loss of £25 
or £30 per week to some hon. Members 
of this House. The argument put forward 
in reference to the payment of these 
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expenses proved their case. If it was 
right to pay men when they left their 
homes as members of deputations and 
other such work, by the instruction of 
public bodies, surely it was right for any 
other kind of work in connection with 
those public bodies to pay out-of-pocket 
expenses with regard to attendance at 
those meetings. The right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite, representing the Govern- 
ment, stated that there were a large 
number of working men on_ these 
County Councils, but he was very much 
mistaken. ‘Take tor example the County 
of Laneaster, which had over 100 mem- 
bers, not one of them being a working 
man. And why? Ifa member had to 
attend the meetings of that Council from 
Darwen it would mean 3s. or 3s. 6d. 
railway fare. No working man earning 
the wages he had mentioned could afford 
to lose that amount of money out of his 
wages. He thought the Amendment of 
his hon. friend was a very moderate one, 
and this proposal gave the Government 
an opportunity which they ought to 
take immediate advantage of. If his 
hon. friend had asked that not only the 
travelling expenses but also a certain 
payment should be made he should have 
agreed with him. Surely when they 
were simply asking for out-of-pocket 
expenses that was a fair and a just 
demand, and no hon. Member ought to 
vote against it. He should support the 
Amendment which had been moved by 
his hon. friend. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud,) said the issues upon this 
Amendment seemed to be very clear on 
both sides of the House. On the Oppo- 
sition side they wished to make it easier 
for working men to obtain representation 
on public bodies, while on the other side 
of the House hon. Members simply relied 
upon precedent. These education com- 
mittees would have immense power in 
the counties for good or evil. Personally, 
he believed they would be the real educa- 
tion authority. Nominally, he was 


aware, they were only an advisory com- | 


mittee, but the work which thé County 
Councils were already doing was so great 
that these education committees would 


become really the administrative bodies. | 


That being so, they ought to make it 
easy for working mento serve, for 
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after all it was mostly their children 


who would be educated in those schools. 
Not only ought they to allow these out- 
of-pocket expenses, but they ought to do 
everything they could to encourage 
Labour representatives to take part in 
this educational work. The point referred 
to upon the Second Reading by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Aberdeen came up again in this discussion, 
namely, that if they had the enthusiasm 
of the people behind it a bad system of 
education was better than a good system 
with indifference behind it. It seemed 
to him that they ought to try by every 
means in their power to encourage the 
enthusiasm and interests of the working 
classes in education, and they would be 
accomplishing this if they made it pos- 
sible for more Labour representatives to 
serve on the education committees. He 
did not quite understand what the right 
hon. Gentleman meant, when he said that 
there was no precedent for this Amend- 
ment. Perhaps there was not an exact 
precedent, but an intimate friend of his, 
who was a member of the London County 
Council, assured him that when he visited 
places on behalf of the Council he was 
allowed expenses and first-class fare. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That is ex- 
actly what I said. I stated that where 
members of the Council went outside 
their area they got their expenses. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN said the 
Government insisted upon sticking to the 
old precedent, and would not make a new 
one, although the distance to be travelled 
for the purpose of attending meetings was 
very often much greater than the distance 
to be travelled in reference to deputations 
and other matters. In Gloucestershire, 
for example, it took a councillor practi- 
cally all day to attend the meetings 
from some ot the outlying districts ; 
therefore the attitude taken up by the 
right hon. Gentleman was a very fine point 
indeed, and he felt that justice, and right, 
and good policy were on their side. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Crickdale), said he wished to 
say afew words from aCounty Council point 
of view. He confessed that he was a little 
astonished when he heard the President 
of the Local Government Board say, as he 
did at first, without any qualification, that 
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there were a considerable number of | right hon. Gentleman. He would be 
working men upon different County | willing to accept as a compromise 
Councils of England. He did not think the suggestion of his hon. friend 
that was so. He admitted that here and | behind him, though it was open to 
there a working man had found his way | the objection he had tried to state. He 
on to a County Council, but on the whole | did not believe that a claim openly and 
this was an exceptional thing. In many | honourably made by a man who desired 
of the English counties if seemed to him to have his expenses paid would affect 
to stand to reason, considering the whole | his standing as a member of the 
of the circumstances of the case, that it} committee. The President of _ the 
was almost impossible for working men, | Local Government Board had _ said 
unless under favoured circumstances, | that the difficulty was that a Labour 
to find their way on to the County! member who was in somebody else’s 
Council. With regard to the Amend-|employment could not afford the 
ment, they had been told that it would| time or would not be allowed by his 
establish an exceedingly dangerous pre- | employer to attend the meetings. | But 
cedent, and would open the door to} jt should be borne in mind that there 
an enormous extension of this principle. | were a great many Labour representatives 
He could not help thinking that really | who were not in that position—men who, 
this was an exaggeration. Why should! though originally working men, had 
they draw a distinction between the! retired from the ranks of ma 
L V g anual 
cases of those who were working, so to| labourers, but had not ceased to be 
pak they does he eof garded Gaon Labour 
etins, a 710S€ W red ClOS ’* | sentatives. e was inclined to think 
A suggestion had been made that the! that those were precisely the men who 
rule should not have general application, | were likely to be represented on the 
but that the onus should be thrown! egmmittee. It should be possible for 
upon the individual to ask for payment. | those men to have their expenses paid 
Me 2 the we of the angprong | and that they should not be placed under 
Members otf Farhament came up Mr. | ; disadve S , wou 
Gladstone pointed out that he 7 ld ee a 
As > pe that fh uld | undoubtedly suffer if they were obliged 
be = — “ ie Ee some dis- | to travel, at their own expense, from the 
tinction Oo hs rat kind, but great as extreme end of the county to the county 
i his aut “eg! the ct ng was at town in order to attend the meetings of 
that tume that it would be a very | the committee 
dangerous thing to draw such a| 
distinction, and the idea that was| 
present in Mr. Gladstone’s mind was} \fr. FENWICK (Northumberland 
tear of the expense which would be in-| Wansbeck) eae uae hoped the 
volved. Naturally it was felt at that} Committee would not sanction the 
siggy cede 2 Fotis a — | suggestion which had been made, that 
} ae 7 naa ennai ©! working men on the local authority 
wishe ask whethe > We I heat : “4 if ther 
ee pee — by ‘ Pid might have their expenses paid if they 
— oe 2 pense Seing | claimed them. He would never like 
incurred in this matter. He did not| ¢, pe put in such an invidious position 
think the Amendment would entail any | w : alee 
great expense. The County Councils Sat Ss eee. es ‘ 
met on an average only rll times a arene set yon a a 
en ore in the Labour interest wou oint out 
year, though no doubt there would be|t¢, the constituency that if _* were 
more frequent meetings of the education | elected he would do the work gratuitously. 
authority. If they took the average| fe had the honour to be one of the 
n yi F et] mS 7 > ‘0 , | . © ° 4 
aus bol oe br = me | deputation that waited on Mr. Gladstone 
ouncil and what would likely be the| on the subject of the payment of Mem- 
number of meetings of the education | pers When the suggestion was made 
. | ad 5S =] 
committees and totalled them up, he | thatan arrangement might be come to 
was disposed to think that there would | whereby Members might be paid if they 





be no such enormous expenditure in this | were prepared to make a declaration 
respect as had been indicated by - that they required payment, he was glad 


Lord Edmund fitzmuurice 
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to say that all the Labour representatives 
repudiated the suggestion at once, and 
said that, so far as they were personally 
concerned, they would never tolerate 
being put in such an invidious position. 


{12 NovemMBer 1902} 


The Amendment now before the Com- | 


mittee was one that deserved support. 


Labouring men who were members of | 


Borough Councils at present had no 


out-of-pocket travelling expenses be- | 


cause they lived in the immediate vicinity 
of the places where the meetings were held. 
The case was vastly different so far as 


County Councils were concerned, because | 


the men were often compelled to travel 
scores of miles to the place of meeting, pay- 


day’s pay, except, as in the counties of Dur- 
ham and Northumberland, where the 
Labour representatives had powerful trade 
unions behind them to pay the expenses, 
and also, in many cases, the wages which 
would otherwise be lost. Was it fair that 
the labouring classes of the country should 
have imposed on them financial disabilities 
when they desired to represent their 
fellow-workmen on the local institutions 
of the country ? He believed that no 
hon. Member wished to exclude represen- 
tative workingmen from serving on public 
bodies, but by the present system they 
had practically imposed upon them a 
financial test or financial disability. It 
was impossible for working men in all 
cases to bear the loss of travelling expenses 
and wages if they wished to represent 
their fellow-workers on local authorities, 
and he hoped the Committee would 
accept the Amendment which proposed 
that reasonable travelling expenses should 
be allowed. The children of the working 
classes were being educated in the schools. 
Working men were, therefore, directly 
interested in the management 
schools, and it seemed to him that they 


were fit and proper persons to be elected | 


members of the education committee, but 
that in his judgment was impossible unless 
the Committee adopted the Amendment. 


Mr JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) 
said he was proud to be a member of 


of the} 
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that these bodies were not so complete 
as they ought to be unless labour was 
represented. There were twenty-two or 
twenty-four working-men members of 
the Durham County Council, and four 
or five of them were Aldermen. The 
question he wished to ask was whether 
the Durham County Council, or any other 
local body, wasor was not more effective 
for good by having working men upon 
it. He heldthat they were the better for 
having working men, and if that point 
was granted it was the duty of Parlia- 
ment to facilitate their entrance to these 
bodies. But for the fact that he lived 


, : ; ’ /almost at the doorstep of the Durham 
ing their travelling expenses and losing a | 





County Council, he was not rich enough 
—and he was not ashamed to say so—to 
throw money away in that direction. 


He was willing to give his labour, 
knowedge and_ experience to _ the 
people, but he did not think he 


was in a position to take upon himself 
the burden of paying expenses such as 
must fall upon men who lived at a 
distance from the place of meeting. In 
view of the fact which had been pointed 
out by the hon. Member for the Wans- 
beck Division that it was largely, if not 
entirely, the children of working men 
who would have to be educated in the 
elementary schools, he thought the 
education committee should include 
men of that class. They should &be 
allowed reasonable expenses to refund 
what they were out of pocket. He 
knew that the working men of the 
country, however poor they wight be, 
had more regard tor the principle in- 
volved in this proposal than they had 
for getting money into their pockets. If 
the House were to grant this demand to 
working men only, the working men 
would feel themselves insulted. Either 
all must have the concession, or none. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (York) said he 
had considerable sympathy with the 
object of the Amendment, which ap- 


peared to him to indicate a legitimate 


Durham County Council, which last week | 


did him the honour of electing him vice- 
chairman. He did not put forward 


a claim specially on behalf of 


the | 


means of facilitating the presence of 
representatives of the working classes 
on the education committees. But 
he very much doubted whether this 
was a suitable time for introducing 


representation of labour on local adminis-|a new principle into our system of 
trative bodies, but his contention was | local government, as_|they would 
j 
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be undoubtedly doing if they were 
to accept this Amendment. 
truth was that the question now before 
the Committee appeared to be only part 
of the very much larger question as to 
whether it would not be right that rea- 
sonable travelling expenses, and possibly 
other expenses, of County Councillors 
and members of other local bodies 
should be paid for them. ‘That was a 
matter which might be fairly open to 
argument, and he should like to see it 
raised in debate in this House. But he 
could not sufficiently differentiate the 
position of the new education commit- 
tees from that of other local bodies 
as to make it possible for him to say 
that they ought to pay the expenses of 
the one and not of the other. 


(11.35.) Sm H. CAMPBELL-BAN- 
NERMAN (Stirling Burghs) said he was 
glad, and not sorry, to hear the hon. 
and learned Gentleman say that he 
felt considerable sympathy with the 
arguments that had been urged in favour 
of this Amendment. The hon. Member 
said this was not the proper place or the 


proper time to introduce this great 
change. He hardly ever knew a time 


or place when it suited the Government 
of the day to introduce a_ proposed 
change of this kind. He differed entirely 
from the hon. Member for York, because 
if ever this proposal for enabling working 
men, and men of very limited means, to 
take part in the discharge of public 
duties—and all men had some sort of 
claim as citizens not to be out of pocket 
on account of discharging public duties— 
the best of all places to begin with were 
these education committees. It was the 
opportunity of admitting to those bodies 
the very men who of all others were 
interested in the work. If they had a 
number of co-opted superior persons on 
these committees, learned in their own 
accomplishments, they might be very 


useful, but not one of them would have | 
a child in the schools controlled by the | 


committee. The men for whom his hon. 
friends had spoken were those whose 
children’s future would depend on the 
excellence of the education given in the 
public elementary schools. He should 
have thought that this was an occasion, 
of all others, to introduce a change when 
nobody could say a word against it on its 
merits. 


Mr. Butcher. 


{COMMONS} 


The | 


'or not 





Bill. 848 


sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni. 
versity) said he would like to make a 
suggestion. He thought they were all 
agreed on having on these education 
committees men such as had been 
described by the right hon. Gentleman, 
[t was quite certain, however, that some 
of these men would not be able to attend 
the committee meetings unless they had 
a reasonable allowance for expenses. He 
was one of the few persons in the House 
who really trusted the local education 
authorities, and he would give them 
power to pay such part of the travelling 
expenses of ‘the members of the education 
committee as they thought desirable. 


Mr. BELL (Derby) said he desired 
to contribute «a few observations to 
this interesting debate, and he did 
so practically on the ground _ that 
the Prime Minister had stated the 
previous night that the number of 
those on the Opposition side of the 
House who had spoken against the Bill 
were very few. So far as this question 
was concerned he had been a silent 
Member; he had been content to look 
on and listen without reiterating what 
had been already said. So far as the 
Labour section of the Opposition was 
concerned he believed they heartily 
supported the Amendment. He could 
not altogether agree with the suggestion 
of the right hon. Member for Cambridge 
University, inasmuch as he would be the 
last man to allow any local authority to 
pay expenses in what was called “ deserv- 
ing cases.” He should feel thathe would 
not be a man to be pauperised. 


Sin JOHN GORST said he did not 
mean that the committee should decide 
whether the members were to be paid 
their expenses, but that the 
committee was to decide what kind of 
expenses were to be paid. 


Mr. BELL said if that were made 
general he could see’ no objection to it, 
but it should be inserted in the Bill. He 
thought that hon. Gentlemen in the House 
would agree, notwithstanding the abuse 
to which labour representatives on local 
bodies had been subjected in The Times 


lately, that it was desirable that working 
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men should be represented on these local 
bodies by their fellow-workmen. He 
knew of a signalman on one of the trunk 
railways who had the honour of being 
elected as chairman of a School Board, 
and of his District Council; and there 
were many men of intelligence among the 
working classes fitted for these positions. 
The intelligence of working men was not 
to be measured by their grammar. They 
were the people who felt the disadvantage 
of not having had the best of education 
in their school days. In many local 
bodies working men were ably represented 
hy their fellows, and he wished to see the 
ystem extended. After all, the working 
men had to fight their way to these offices 
on their merits, and he hoped the House 
and the Prime Minister would give 
them an opportunity of being chosen 
to the education committee by paying 
their reasonable travelling expenses when 
discharging public duties. 


Mr. JOHNSTONE said he wished to 
support the suggestion of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Cambridge 
University. Frankly speaking, he thought 
that labour had bulked much too largely 
in this Amendment. He was not a blind 
worshipper of labour, but he recognised 
that there were men of intelligence, but 
of small means, who would have to doa 
great deal of the general drudgery of the 
work in connection with this Education 
Bill; and he believed that the cause of 
education would be served if the education 
committees had the power to pay their 
reasonable expenses. The right sort of 
men would always be welcomed in these 
education committees, and it had been 
shown, in the course of the debate, that 
Labour members had no difficulty in 
securing places on the County Councils. 
He thought there should be no difficulty 
in having their expenses paid, as the 
labourer is worthy of his hire; but he 
was unable to support the Amendment 
in its present form. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he was 
rather expecting the Government to 
declare what they were going to do with 
the suggestion of the right hon. the 
Member for Cambridge University. 
There appeared to be only one opinion 
in the House as to the absolute desir- 
ability of hav:ng Labour representatives 
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and men of limited means on these educa- 
tion committees. The right hon. 
Gentleman who voiced the opinion of the 
Government did not deny that, but he 
made the stock reply that this was not 
a gvod or convenient opportunity to 
make the change. What he wanted 
to point out was that if this Amendment 
were not accepted a disqualification 
would be placed upon poor men from 
which they had not suffered under the 
School Board system. Hitherto there 
had been no difficulty in having poor 
men on the School Boards. In his own 
parish it was considered so desirable to 
have men of limited means on the 
School Boards, that the meetings were 
held in the evening so as to meet the 
convenience of these members. It 
would be a hardship on persons of 
limited means who had to_ travel 
some distance to attend the Educa- 
tion committee meetings if they had 
to pay their own personal expenses. 
They had poor Members of Parliament 
who were an honour, and added dignity 
and power to the House. The hon. 
Member for Mid Durham, with his char- 
acteristic independence, had told the 
House that he would not be able to 
attend the House without some pecu- 
niary recompense. Could anybody say 
that men of the character and experience 
of his hon. friend should not be repre- 
sented on the education committees ! 
Aiter the speech of his hon. friend, 
especially when it was conceded that 
by the Clause as it stood they were 
placing a disqualification on men of his 
standing, nothing more need be said in 
favour of the Amendment. He hoped 
| the Government would be in a hurry to 
reply. It would be no dishonour for the 
Government to say that a mistake had 
been made in this matter. It would be 
said that they were not weak, but strong, 
in admitting that-they had been convinced 
that the pusition that they had adopted 
was one that could no longer be main- 
tained, and that now was the time and 
opportunity for rendering this measure of 
justice to poor men. 


Mr. 
| Leamington) 


LYTTELTON 
said he 


and 
the 


(Warwick 
thought 


| Opposition had had the best of the 
argument 


on this matter. For his 


Consolidated 
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part he desired to move an Amendment 
to the Amendment, in support of the 
position taken up by his right hon. 
friend the Member for Cambridge 
University. He thought the general 
principle, of which he was certainly a 
most cordial supporter, that members 
of public bodies should not, as a rule, be 
paid, need not be infringed by the 
principle laid down by his right hon. 
friend. On the two grounds that the 
working classes were primarily interested 
in this matter, as it would be their 
children who attended the schools, and 
that it had been made compulsory that 
certain women should be members of 
these committees — both of which 
grounds made a clear distinction between 
this and ordinary cases—he moved to 
insert in the Amendment after the word 
‘‘ineluding ” the words “‘ such reasonable 
travelling expenses for members of the 
education committee as the local 
authority may think fit.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment 

“To leave out the first word ‘the, and 
insert the word ‘such.’”"—(Wr. Lyttelton.) 


" Question proposed, “ That the first | 


word ‘the’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left 


the Chair to make his Report to the | 


House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again Tomorrow. 
CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) (No. 2) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr: J. W. LowtHer (Cumberland, 


Penrith) in the Chair. 


{COMMONS} 


| present to make explanations. 
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Clause 1 :— 


Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill,” 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) 
said that hon. Members were surely not 
to be called upon to discuss a Bill of this 
importance after twelve o'clock. He 
would not, in the ordinary course, have 
objected to that procedure, because the 
Bill had been practically accepted by the 
House ; but on the last two or three 
occasions on which the Bill was before the 
House several Members were anxious to 
hear details as to how the money was to 
be expended, but the Colonial Secretary 
was not in his place, and they had been 
waiting apparently in the unfounded hope 
that the right hon. Gentleman would be 
He knew 
that the Government could insist on their 
technical right to take a Financial Bill 
after midnight, but surely a Bill which 
raised important questions of policy and 
administration should not be taken at 
that late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 


hour. He appealed to the 
would not postpone the Bill so as to allow 
the Colonial Secretary to be present. to 
discharge the duty for which he was paid 
by the House. He begged to move that 


the Chairman report progress. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


_“ That the Chairman do report Progress; 


and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Dalziel.) 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Rircuir, Croydon)), said 
he was astonished at the attitude taken by 
the Hon. Member, who must know that the 


essence of this Bill was that it should be 


passed quickly. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Why does not the 
Minister concerned come and help you 
to pass it ? 
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*Mr. RITCHIE said that if his right} Mr. 
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DALZIEL said that the right 


hon. friend were present no question of | hon. Gentleman must be aware that the 


policy in connection with South Africa hon 


could be raised at this stage of the Bill. |. . 
7 ; raise several 

It was most essential that this money | 

and 


placed at the disposal of Lord Milner, 


should be voted by the House, 


and he hoped that the hon. Gentleman 
would not press his Motion. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 23; Noes, 115. 


AYES. 


| Leigh, Sir Joseph 

| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 

Channing, Francis Allston Nolan,Col.JoinnP. (Galway,N.) 

Cremer, William Randal O'Doherty, William 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Paulton, James Mellor 

Goddard, Daniel Ford | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 

Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- | Pirie, Dunean V. 

Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | Price, Robert Jolin 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Brigg, John 
Caldwell, James 


NOES. 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
| Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 
Durning: Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
pg Sir William Rey nell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Egerton Hon. A. de Tatton 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | Fellowes,Hon. Aiulwyn Edward 
Balcarres, Lord | Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Finch, George H. 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch.) | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
3igwood, James | Fisher, William Hayes 
eng Colonel Henry | Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Sond, Edward Fletcher, Rt. Hon Sir Henry 
Buse: awen, Arthur Griftith- | Forster, Henry William 
jrassey, Albert | Gibbs, Hn A, G.H(City of Lond. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu | Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Bullard, Sir Harry Greene, Raymond- (Cambs. 
Burdett-Coutts, W. Gretton, Fn 
Carlile, William Walter Hambro, Charles Eric 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Cavendish, V.C W.( Derbyshire | Helme, Norval Watson 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) f- Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
C hapman, Edward Horniman, Frederick John 
Churchill, Winston Spencer Howard, John (Kent, Faversh’m 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. , N. R). 
Collings, R t. Hon. Jesse | Kennedy, Patrick James 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Keswick, William 
Cox, rwin Edward Bainbridge | Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Cranborne, Viscount Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Davenport, William Bromley- | Leigh. Bennett, Henry Currie 
Davies, Sir HoratioD(Chatham | Leveson- Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 














Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
VOL. 


CXIV. 


mittee stage. 


Member for Dundee intended to 


questions in regard to the 


sill, but postponed them till the Com- 


(12.8.) Question put. 


(Division List No. 502.) 


Roe, Sir Thomas 

Thomas, Sir A. (Glamor gan, E. ) 
Toulmin, George 

Tully, Jasper 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Dalziel and Mr. 
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Warner. 


Lueas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 


Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt Hn W.G. Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. i. 
Maxwell, W.J H( Dumiriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hon. J. Scott (Hants. 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’ mst’ w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA. Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon.M. W (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt Hon. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col Thos.Myles 
Smith,Abel H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith,H.C( North’mb. Tyneside 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thom pson, DrEC(Monagh’n, N 
Thornton, Percy M. 





855 Adjournment of 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) | 


Question again proposed, “ That Clause 
1 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. DALZIEL sai: he did not intend 
to oppose the Bill, owing to the circum- 
stances of the case ; but he thought that 
the Government were not serving their 
own object or the interests of the House 
in asking hon. Members to sit and 
discuss matters of this important kind 


after twelve o'clock. They were in no 


way opposed to the principle of the Bill, | 


which was the first in regard to South 
African affairs on which for many years 
there He 
asked the Government whether, if they 
got to the Committee stage tonight, they 
would postpone the Third Reading, so that 
hon. Members could get the information 


unanimous opinion. 


was a 


they desired. 


*Mr, RITCHIE said he should ask the 
House to take the Third Reading as 
soon as he possibly could. As he had 
already stated, it was essential that this 
Bill should pass quickly in order to place 
Lord Milner in funds. 


Mr. DALZIEL asked if the right hon. 
Gentleman would take the Third Reading 


tomorrow. If so, he would not further 


press his motion. ‘ 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes. 
Mr. DALZIEL: That is all I wanted. 


Clauses | to 4 agreed to. 


Schedules agreed to. 


{COMMONS} 


Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) ! 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
| Wylie, Alexander 





the House. 


TELLERS FOR THE Noxzs— 


856 
| Sir Alexander  Acland- 


Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Bill reported, without Amendment ; to 


be read the third time Tomorrow. 


BI 
BANKERS (IRELAND) ACT REPEAL 
BLLL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith), in the Chair. ] 
: an 
Clause 1 :— ig 
Motion made, and Question proposed (th 
“That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” = up 
* ED 





Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 





Spree 








moved that Progress be reported. | 
,, Or 
r 4 bl i” AA ta JsATT x to | 
THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror FE 
IRELAND (Mr. J. Atkinson, London §§ 
derry, N.) asked the hon. Member not to By 
press his Motion. This was a most useful : of | 
Bill, and only repealed an old Irish Act of JF 7 
< 
George LI. s 
~ p 
Mr. CALDWELL said that that might JF os 
' ‘ ie 
be so, but it took away the security which §§ 
the people of Ireland had under that old JS 
Act. He insisted upon Progress being J‘ 
reported. q 
C 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again Ce 
| Tomorrow. the 
the } 
| ‘ : into 
Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the J of 4) 
Order of the House of the 16th October J 1902 
last, adjourned the House without Ques Tabl 
tioa put. 
, Co 
Adjourned at twenty minutes after the 
twelve o'clock. State 
' 
VC 














857 Questions. {13 NovEMBER 1902} Questions. 858 











R56 
a HOUSE OF COMMONS. duties in Zanzibar. Signed at Washing- 
nd- aT ' ton, 3lst May, 1902. Ratifications 
her. Thursday, 13th November, 1902. exchanged, 17th October, 1902 [by 
rs Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. | ene 
a = _ QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
PETITIONS. | CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (STANDING ’ 
oo ORDERS). Schoolmasters’ Houses. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
| To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
| whether he can state the total amount of 
grants made since 1843 for schoolmasters’ 
3 houses ; and whether he will consider the 
* CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). | expediency of providing, at some future 
: stage of the Education Bill, for the recog- 


and, 4 Petitions for abolition of restrictions ‘ nition of the claim of the public to the 
> from Chesterfield ; Clay Cross ; Pleasley ; use of such houses jointly with their use 
: and Cefn ; to lie upon the Table. by the trustees of the school. 


Petition from Royal and other burghs 
of Scotland, for a new Standing nage 
} providing for the Suspension of Bills ; 

: lie upon the Table. 


_ EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) (4nsyred by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 1 

Petiti Metin ms Bridew: cannot give the figures asked for by the 

se -" _— against: trom bridgwater | hon, Member; but 1 am having them 
" (three) ; Glasgow ; and Skipton ; to lie prepared with all speed. The second 


.” : upon the Table. part of the Question is under con- 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) "eration. 
Mid) #3 BILL. 
. _ Petitions for alteration: from Clay Port Ellen—Delay of Mails. 
,, Cross ; Pleasley ; Cefn ; and Chesterfield ; Mr. NICOL (Argyll): To ask the 
> to lie upon the Table. Postmaster General how often during the 
FoR §E past year has the mail steamer “‘ Glencoe ” 
don. 9: FEES FOR BURIAL SERVICES IN delivered the mails at 4 p.m. at Port 
3 PAROCHIAL CEMETERIES. Ellen, Islay, and how often have the road 
ot to : Petition from Shoreditch, for alteration | mails from Portaskaig been delivered at 
seful @ of law ; to lie upon the Table. Port Ellen at 7°55, the schedule times ; 
toa - whether the steamer or the road mail is 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN the cause of the detention, and have any 
TRADE. wg: ¥ ; 
6 Ae or either incurred any penalty ; and, if 
Petitions for legislation : from Chester- S80, has such penalty been imposed. 
ight § field, Clay Cross ; “Pleasley ; and Cefn ; to 
© &- lie upon the Table. 


hich @S (Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 

old Be ee fo, The schedule time of arrival of the mails 

P * eres 4 at Port Ellen is 4°25 p.m. when conveyed 

ems a. RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. to that port by direct steamer (and not 

y ee 4 p.m. as stated in the Question). When 

COLONIAL IMPORT DUTIES, 1902. conveyed by steamer to Portaskaig and 

ts ins ‘ pee thence by road to Port Ellen the mails 
gain Copy presented, of Return relating to 


bag. A é a ee /are due at 8°25 p.m. (and not 7°55 p.m. 
te rates of import duties levied upon | 1. tated in the Question). From the 
the principal and other articles imported lst of Stele: die the shee of Geteher 
into the Colonies and other possessions list eth yr a Prvciwene peer ot Peck 
the # of the United Kingdom for the year | Ellen on seventy-two occasions at or 


tober and [by Command]; to lie upon the before the scheduled time, and on 101 
Jues- one 


| occasions after that hour ; but the average 
lateness for the 173 days has not amounted 

TREATY SERIES (No. 14, 1902). to a quarter of an hour. During the last 
, Copy presented, of Convention between | four months, comprising the season in 
alter 7 the United Kingdom and the United | which the mails and traffic are heavier 
States of America respecting import | than at any other time of the year, the 


VOL. CXIV. | FouRTH SERIES. | 2H 
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mails sent via Portaskaig have reached 
Port Ellen at or before the scheduled 
time on four occasions. On the other 
thirty occasions there has been some 
delay, owing in great part to irregularity 
in the working of the train service to 
Gourock ; and the delays in the steamer 
service have not been sufficient to call for 
the imposition of a penalty. The road 
service between Portaskaig ard Port Ellen 


Questions. 


has been well performed, but it has lately | 


been necessary to allow additional time 
for the journey on account of the detour 
which has to be made through the closing 
of a bridge, which had been damaged by 
floods. 


London Telegraph Operators— 
Qualifications. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): To ask the Postmaster 
General whether, seeing that in 1880 a 
scale of pay was introduced in London 
giving to telegraph operators the salary 
of £190 per year, and that the late Con- 
troller, Sir H. Fischer, stated that 
seniority, good conduct, and manipula- 
tive ability secured this salary to operat- 
ing telegraphists, he will state what 
qualifications are necessary to secure 
this salary at the present time. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The qualifications are ability, good 
conduct, length of service, and fitness for 
the work of supervision ; and the Post- 
master General selects for promotion 
from among the candidates so qualified 
the officer who is in his opinion, all things 
considered, best fitted for the ‘duties 
which have to be performed. 


Pacific Cable—Rates. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): To ask the Postmaster General, 
- whether the rate per word for cable 
messages between England and Austral- 
asia vv the Pacific has yet been fixed ; 
and, if so, whether he has any objection 
to giving the information. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I am informed by the Pacific Cable Board 
that they have fixed the rate per word 
between England and Australasia at 3s. 


Board of Education Inspectors— 
Mr. H. M. Richards. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, 
N.): To ask the Secretary to the Board 


{COMMONS} 
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of Education with reference to the ap- 
pointment of Mr. Barnett, one of the 
inspectors of the Board, in Natal, whether 
he will state the name of his successor 
and state what experience he has had in 
educational work, and in _ particular 
whether he has had any experience in 
public elementary schools before being 
sent to inspect them. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) Mr. 
Henry Maunsell Richards, M.4A., has been 
appointed a temporary Inspector in place 
of Mr. Barnett. Mr. Richards holds the 
elementary school teachers’ certificate of 
the Board of Education, and taught in 
elementary schools from 1895-7, He 
was subsequently for four years head 
master of the Middlesex County High 
School, Isleworth, and became a junior 
inspector under the Board of Education 
in September, 1901. 


Education Bill—Definition of ‘‘ School” 
in Clause 15 (a). 

Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether the word “ school,” 
in Clause 15 (a) of the Education Bill. 
includes a public elementary school. 
Sir William Anson.) 


(Answered by 


Yes, Sir. 


Education Bill- Credit Balances in Hands 
of Voluntary School Managers. 

Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education if he will say 
whether, in the event of the Education 
Bill now before Parliament becoming 
law, the managers of voluntary schools 
will be allowed to appropriate for their 
own purposes, that is, to the upkeep of 
the school buildings, etc., any credit 
balances they may have in hand at the 
time of the adoption of the Act. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
|Understanding by “their own pur 
poses” the purposes for which the 


managers have to make provision ip 

the Bill, the answer is in the affirma- 

tive. 

| Education Bill—Members of Education 
Committee interested in Contracts. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education if he 



























































wic! 
Adr 
that 
No. 
not 
will 
alter 
the 


is ne 
infor 
large 
woul 
give 
nobl 








860 


ap- 
the 
ther 
eSsor 
d in 
ular 
e in 
eing 


Mr. 
been 
place 
the 
te of 
it in 

He 
head 
High 
Inior 
ation 


00] ” 


N.): 
d of 
ool,” 


Bill, 
USON.} 


[ands 


shire, 
o the 

say 
ation 
ming 
hools 
their 
ep of 
redit 
it the 


NSON.) 
pur- 
the 
yn iD 
firma- 


ation 
ts. 


Secre- 
if he 








861 (Questions. {13 NovEeMBER 1902} Questions. 862 


will state, in the event of the Education| Factory and Workshops Act, 1901— 
Bill now before Parliament becoming | Local Inquiries. 

law, what will be the position of a| Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
member of the Council of a county | Central): To ask the Secretary of State 
borough, or other authority charged for the Home Department if he is aware 
with the administration of the Act, that objections are entertained by opera- 
who, previous to the passing of the tives in the industry of file-cutting by 
Act, had undertaken contracts with the | hand, as well as by the Cutlers’ Company, 
School Board within the same area, | to some of the proposed new regulations 
and which contracts are not completed | Under Section 79 of the Factory and 
at the time of the passing of the Act,| Workshops Act of 1901; and whether 
and will such a contractor invalidate | he will take care that the new rules are 


his seat on the Council. | not put into force until a local inquiry 
| has been held into the objections taken 
| to them. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) | 
Persons “‘concerned in any bargain or| (Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
contract ’’ with a District Council are | Douglas.) When I issued these regula- 
(subject to certain exceptions) dis- tions in draft I invited criticisms on the 
qualified from being members of the! proposals contained in them, and I have 
Council by Section 46 (¢) of The Local received objections to some of them both 
Government Act, 1894. Personshaving | from operatives in Sheffield and from 
“directly or indirectly. . . any share the Cutlers’ Company. A local inquiry 
or interest in any contract’? with a) will be held, at which all persons affected 
County or Borough Council, are (subject | by the proposed regulations will be 
to certain exceptions) disqualified from | heard, before they are finally settled 
membership of the Council by Section | and put into force. : 

12 (1) (¢) of The Municipal Corporations 

Act, 1882, and Sections 2 and 75 of | Committee on Consular Service. 

The Local Government Act, 1888.| Sir HOWARD VINCENT: To ask 
Contracts entered into with School | the Under Secretary of State for 
Boards will be taken over by the new Foreign Affairs if he will state the 
authorities, and will carry with them | names of the members of the Committee 
the disqualification for membership of | now inquiring into the Consular Ser- 
those authorities. | vice, and why the distribution of the 


| 


| Service is not included in the terms of 


Navy (Ships’ Boilers) Return—Altera- | Telerence. 
tions since Commissioninz. 


; | (Answered by Lord Cranborne.) 1 
Pow ng gr gg sas gh ag have already stated to the House that 

: a e ary to the| AE ‘aosiiliow 
Admiralty whether, in view of the fact | he Sey 6.4, Rupees Seis 


$ i eg Be /and that, according to the practice in 
that the Return, Navy (Ships Boilers) ; | such cases, it would certainly be im- 


No. 356, dated 17th October. 1902, does | possible to promise the publication of the 
not include the cost of any alterations or | Report until the Secretary of State shall 
additions made since commissioning, he | have had an opportunity of considering 
will state the expenses incurred for| it The question of giving the terms of 
alterations or additions with regard to the reference upon which the Report 
the ships mentioned in the Return. 'will be founded seems naturally to 

_depend upon what is ultimately decided 


as i ae - in regard to the publication of the 
(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) There Report. The tut Gaadien Tanswesed 


is no objection to giving the additional | on the 10th instant.+ 
information now asked for, but as a 
large. number of ships are involved it | Delays in the Dublin Courts. 

would probably be more convenient to Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.) ; To 
give it in the form of a Return, if the | #8k Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 


noble Lord will move for one. +See page 453. 
2H2 
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whether his attention has been directed 
to the delays in cases pending trial in the 
Dublin Four Courts, especially in the 
Court of the Lord Chief Justice ; and if 
he will take steps to prevent a continu- 
ance of this delay. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) My atten- 
tion has not been called to any cases of 
delays in pending trials. As far as I have 
been able to ascertain no such delays exist. 
It is open to any person who alleges he 
has been delayed to apply to the Court 
to expedite the hearing of his case. As 
far as I have been able to ascertain no 
such applications have been made. I 
have no power to interfere as suggested, 
and if I had the power the occasion does 
not appear to have arisen for the exercise 
of it. 


Discharging Firearms on the Public Road. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, S.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on the evening of 15th October, 
while the Tullyvallen National Flute 
3and were playing along the road near 
Silverbridge, County Armagh, one Robert 
Coulter came out of his house and fired 
four shots from a revolver at them while 
two constables from Cullyhanna were then 
present ; and whether he will take steps 
to prosecute this man. 


(Answered hy Mr. Wyndham.) A prose- 
cution has been ordered in this case. 


Officers’ Barracks Furniture. 

Mr, HALSEY (Hertfordshire, Watford): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether officers who have joined the 
Army during the War, and have served 
in South Africa up to the present time 
and are now returning home, can be pro- 
vided with furnished quarters on the same 
terms as those joining the Army on or 
after lst December, 1902. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The officers referred to will be granted 
furniture on the same terms as those join- 
ing on or after 1st December. 


South Africa—Treatment of Prisoners of 
War (British Subjects). 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War what 
steps do the Government mean to take 
with regard to prisoners of war who were | 
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British subjects some time previous to 
the declaration of war in South Africa ; 
whether some of the above, who are 
clerks in the commandants’ offices, are 
to be allowed to go back to South Africa; 
are exceptions to be made, or will all 
such prisoners of war be permitted to 
return; do the Government intend to 
recognise as burghers all prisoners of war 
whose papers were signed before the 
declaration of war; and when do the 
Government propose releasing all 
prisoners of war, or taking steps to 
secure their discharge from custody. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Chamberlain.) 
Prisoners of war who were British sub- 
jects previous to the outbreak of the war 
are not in the position of burghers of 
the late Republics, and are therefore not 
entitled to oe sent back to South Africa 
under the terms of surrender. His 
Majesty’s Government cannot recognise 
anynaturalisation onorafter 29th Septem- 
ber, 1899, on which date the Volksraad of 
the South African Republic passed a resolu- 
tion referring to the war which, it was 
stated, threatened to break out between 
the Republic and Great Britain, and 
promising burghership to all who 
assisted the Republic. It is hoped that 
the return of all prisoners of war who 
came within the terms of surrender will 
be complete early next year. 


Ist and 2nd Army Corps—Number of 
ective Men. 
Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War can he 
state the number of effective non-com- 
missioned ofticers and men of over three 
months service in the Ist and 2nd Army 
Corps respectively, giving the numbers of 
regulars, militia, and efficient volunteers. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The detailed figures required can only be 
obtained by calling for Returns from each 
unit concerned. Every effort is now 


being made to cut down Returns, and | 


the hon. Member will doubtless agree as 
to the undesirability of calling for the 
figures. . 


Volunteer Regulations—Exemptions 
from Camp Attendance. 


Str EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire, S.): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, considering the 
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fact that a number of old volunteers, 
many of them the best shots in their 
battalions, cannot comply with the 
new regulations respecting attendance 
at camp, he will consider the advisability 
of making some concession to men who 
have served for a period, say, of ten or 
fifteen years, allowing attendance at 
camp in their case to be optional. 


(Answered by Mr.{ Secretary Brodrick.) 
If the hon. Member will kindly refer to 
Army Order 119 of 1902 he will find 
that the regulations therein set forth 
apply to these cases. The selection of 
the officers and volunteers to be 
exempted from attendance at camp rests 
with the commanding officer. It is not 
held practicable to make length of service, 
apart from other conditions, a definite 
qualification for exemption in the 
manner suggested by the hon. Member. 


Mountain and Garrison Artillery. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the Mountain Artillery is a 
senior service to the Garrison Artillery, 
though a branch of it, and if officers 
are recommended for promotion to the 
former from the Royal Garrison Artillery ; 
whether, seeing that officers of Horse 
Artillery receive higher rates of pay 
than those of Field Artillery, he will 
say why officers of the Mountain 
Artillery, though they have the care 
of mules and horses as well as of guns, 
and their cost of living is higher, receive 
lower pay than the officers of Garrison 
Artillery. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Mountain Division of the Royal 
Garrison Artillery is not viewed as senior 
to the rest, but officers are, in each rank, 
selected from garrison companies for 
appointment to the mountain batteries. 
As regards the pay, the officers of the 
Mountain Artillery have no armament 
under their charge, and therefore are 
not qualified for the special pay peculiar 
to the garrison companies. 


Newfoundland — Preferential Tariff for 
pire Products. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he has any 
information to the effect that the 
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Government of the British Colony of 
Newfoundland is proposing to enter into 
a treaty with the United States of 
America, by which the Colony binds 
itself not to accord any preferential 
trading facilities to goods from the 
Mother Country or other portions of the 
British Empire ; and, if so, whether the 
Imperial Government will withhold its 
consent from such a provision. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamber- 
lain.) The Convention which has been 
signed does not contain any general 
stipulation of the nature set forth in the 
question. Article IV. gives a list of 
articles which, while the Convention is 
in force, are to be admitted into New- 
foundland free of duty, and a further 
list of articles upon which the rate of 
duty is not to exceed a specified amount, 
while Article V. provides that “if any 
reduction is made by the Colony of 
Newfoundland at any time during the 
term of the Convention, in the rate of 
duty upon the articles named in Article 
LV. of this Convention, the said reduction 
of duty shall appiy to the United States.” 
The articles specified are flour, pork, 
bacon, hams and tongues, smoked beef 
and sausages, beef, pigs’ heads, hocks 
and feet (salted and cured), Indian meal, 
peas, oatmeal, rice, kerosine oil. 


Working of the Local Government Act 
in County Monaghan. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Jreland whether repre- 
sentations have been made to him re- 
specting the working of the Local 
Government Act in County Monaghan ; 
and whether he will institute inquiry 
into the circumstances with a view to 
the rearrangement of the electoral 
~  10ns. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Any 
representations made to the Local Govern- 
ment Board on the subject will be dealt 
with in the manner provided by Article 
25 of the Schedule to The Local Govern- 
ment (Application of Enactments) Order 


Spread of Consumption in Ireland. 
Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant. of 
Ireland if he is aware of the increasing 
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prevalence of consumption in Ireland; 5{ the New Zealand Official Year Book for 


and if he will direct the Local Govern-| 1901, as produced at Coalbrookdale or 
mént Board to point out to the local | to that produced at Westport. 
authorities the importance of providing | 
in each county a properly equipped| *THe SECRETARY 10 THE AD. 
sanatorium for the treatment of such!MIRALTY (Mr. ARNOLD - Forster, 
cases. | Belfast, W.): The coal supplied to the 
China Squadron is that produced at 
(Answered by'Mr. Wyndham.) Thereply | Granity Creek, about twenty miles from 
to the first inquiry is in the affirmative. Westport. Coalbrookdale coal is pro- 
The matter has engaged the most care- duced at the Dormiston mines, also near 
ful consideration of the Local Govern-' Westport. A cargo of the latter coal is 
ment Board, who have repeatedly directed | about to be tried on the China Station. 
the attention of sanitary authorities to the 
best means of preventing the further Russia and Afghanistan. 
spread of this disease. In their Circular) *Sim CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester 
Letter of 16th September, 1901, the shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Board strongly urged upon boards of | Secretary of State for India whether he 
guardians the advisability of either has any information to the effect that 
making special arrangements with the on 5th September the Amir of Afghani- 
managers of existing sanatoria for stan read in Durbar adirect communica- 
consumptives, or themselves erecting tion from the Russian Government, or 
such sanatoria for the curative treat- to the effect that the Governor of 
ment of this disease. The Board have Afghan-Turkestan has received from the 
recently called upon their medical in- Governor of the adjoining part of 
spectors to furnish Reports as to the  Russian-Turkestan a message as to direct 


action taken in each district. commercial relations across the Amu- 
Daria. 
Emyvale Dispensary (County Monaghan) 
—Salary of Medical Officer. Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 


Dr. THOMPSON : To ask the Chief [NDIA (Lord Grorce Hamitton, Middle- 
Secretary totheLord Lieutenantof Ireland ex, Ealing): I have no information as 
if he will state why the Local Govern- to these alleged communications. 
ment Board for Ireland reduced the salary 


of the medical officer of the Emyvale + -_ — 1 
(County Monaghan) Dispensary below the | Jutietal SS te Benge 
oe armae Uy Ke ree aerate. | Mr. BARLOW (Somersetshire, Frome): 


| I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether his attention has been 
directed to the number of cases awaiting 
hearing on the original and appellate 
sides of the High Court of Judicature at 
Fort William in the Presidency of Bengal, 
and to the fact that the administration 
of criminal appeals is such that persons 
on short terms of imprisonment who 
'have not been released on bail will 
probably serve their term before their 
appeals are heard, he can make arrange 
ments to expedite the administration of 
| Justice in that Presidency. 


(Answered by;Mr. Wyndham.) The Board | 
of Guardians proposed to fix the salary | 
at£160ayear. Having regard, however, | 
to the salaries paid to medical officers of | 
other dispensary districts in the union, | 
and tothe general circumstances of the 
several districts, the Local Government | 
Board considered that the salary should | 
be fixed at £145. 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. | 


Navy—New Zealand Coal for the China 
Squadron. ; 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr| Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: In 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the Secretary tothe | April last I sanctioned the strengthening 
Admiralty whether the New Zealand | of the original side of the High Court at 
coal being supplied for the use of the| Calcutta by the appointment of an addi- 
China Squadron is similar to that given | tional Judge with the necessary establish- 
in the Table of Analysis on page 351 of | ment in order to cope with the arrears 
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of business on that side, and at the same | 
time made suggestions for distributing | 
the business of the Court so as to ex-| 

dite its disposal on the appellate side. | 

am not aware that there is any such 
complaint as is indicated in the Question 
as to criminal appeals, to which pre- 
cedence is 
business, but I will make enquiries. I 
may remind the hon. Member that for 
the last two and a half months the Court 
has been closed for the vacation. 


China Mails. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General whether he is aware that letters 
from China now arrive by the overland 
route in this country in twenty-six days, 
as against forty-four days by the mail 
steamships; and whether he will take 
this fact into consideration when revis- | 
ing the mail contracts. 


Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. | 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): I believe it to be the fact that 
letters can be sent from Chifu to London 
in twenty-six days. The possibilities of 
the Trans-Siberian route will not be 
overlooked in settling the mail service 
of the future. 


P. and O. and Orient Mail: Contracts. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
toask the Postmaster General if he will 
state when the P. and O. and Orient 
mail steamship contracts for the con- 
veyance of mails to India, China, and 
Australia will terminate ; when will new 
tenders be invited ; and what steps are 
being taken to meet the difficulties now 
presenting themselves in regard to the 
employment of coloured labour on the 
mail steamships to Australia. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN ; 
These contracts are terminable on or 
after 3lst January, 1905, by two years 
previous notice. I cannot at present fix 
a date for calling for new tenders. Any | 
questions that arise in regard to them | 
will have to be discussed by the different 
Governments concerned. 


Re-direction of Telegrams. 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 


toask the Postmaster General whether 
in view of the fact that halfpenny 
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circulars are re-directed free of charge 
by post while telegraphic messages 
cannot be so re-directed, he will give 
directions for the re-direction of tele- 


Questions. 


grams free of charge by post. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: My 
hon. friend is probably aware that his 
suggestion has been considered by 
prvious Postmasters General, who have 
not seen their way to adopt it. I will, 
however, look into the matter again. 


Age Retirements in the Telegraph Service. 

Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) : I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General whether, in the interests of the 
public and the staff, he will consider the 
advisability of enforcing the retirement 
of telegraph officials at the age of sixty 
years; and whether he will grant a 
Return showing the number of men 
retained after that age in the Telegraph 
Department, with the reasons that made 
an extension of time necessary. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
do not consider it advisable to alter the 
present practice regarding the retirement 
of telegraph (or other) officials at the 
age of sixty years. The rule at present 
is that all pensionable officers, of what- 
ever grade, whose conduct, capacity and 
efficiency fall below a fair standard, shall 
be called upon to retire at sixty; but 
retirement at sixty is not enforced in the 
case of officers whose conduct is good 
and who are certified by their superior 
officers as thoroughly effic ent. On this 
explanation perhaps the hon. Member 
will consider a Return such as he asks 
for unnecessary. 


Welsh and Irish-speaking Postal Officials 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster General whether he 
can state how many officials from 
English and Scotch post offices have 
been appointed as post office officials in 
Welsh-speaking districts in Wales since 
Ist January last; and how many 
English and Scotch officials have been 
appointed to Irish post offices during the 
same period. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Seventeen officers from English and 
Scotch post offices have been appointed 
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to offices in Welsh-speaking districts in 
Wales since the Ist of January last and 
seventeen officers from English and 
Scotch post offices have, during the 
same period, been appointed to Irish 
post offices. I am not able to state the 
nationality of these officers. 


Questions. 


Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman insist on them having a 
knowledge of the Irish language ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have already said I cannot do that. 


Sir Horace Rumbold’s Reminiscences. 

Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether Sir Horace Rumbold, lately 
His Majesty’s Ambassador at Vienna, 
and now in receipt of a pension out of 
public moneys, had the sanction of His 
Majesty’s Government in publishing a 
volume of reminiscences containing 
private conversations and other matters 
relating to countries to which he was 
accredited. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY orSTATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cray- 
BORNE, Rochester): No application was 
made by Sir Horace Rumbold for the 
sanction of His Majesty’s Government. 
But in cases where the reminiscences are 
not of recent date, and are confined to 
personal incidents and matters of public 
notoriety, such sanction has not appar- 
ently been considered essential. Any 
such publication by a former representa- 
tive of this country without the leave of 
the Secretary of State, would, if it re- 
lated to recent events which have come 
under the writer’s notice in the course of 
his official duties, be most reprehensible, 
and His Majesty’s Government are con- 
sidering whether it will not be advisable 
to take steps in order to leave no room 
for doubt as to the manner in which 
they regard the subject. 


Land Grants in British East African Pro- 
tectorates. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Cleveland): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
if he will state the conditions on which 
land is granted to intending settlers in 
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the Protectorates of British East Africa 
and Uganda; whether any land is 
granted freehold ; what isthe maximum 
period for which leases are granted; 
and whether he has any official com- 
munications on these points from the 
Chief Commissioners of those Protec. 
torates. 


Questions. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: [shall be happy 
to give the hon. Gentleman a copy of 
the East African Crown Lands Ordin- 
ance, 1902, which will give him a great 
deal of the information he requires. 
The corresponding Ordinance for Uganda 
has not yet been enacted. 


Larbert Railway Accident. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): [ 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the train 
which left Kyle at 11.25 a.m., on 30th 
July last, was delayed through a break- 
down or collision at Larbert; and will 
he state whether a Board of Trade inquiry 
has been held in regard to the cause of 
the accident; and, if so, with what 
result. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BaLrour, Leeds, 
Central): The accident in question was 
duly notified to the Board of Trade, and 
upon consideration of the information 
supplied, the Board were advised that 
the case was not one in which it was 
necessary to order an official inquiry. 


District Council Building Bye-Laws. 

Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford): 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he is aware 
that the conditions and_ restrictions 
placed upon the erection of cottages by 
the District Councils render it practically 
impossible to build them; and will he 
state by what rules the Local Govern- 
ment Board are guided in approving the 
bye-laws proposed by these Councils. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror THE HOME DEPART- 
| MENT (Mr. Cocurane, Ayrshire, N.): 
| My right hon. friend has asked me to 
| answer the question in his absence. I am 
| not aware that the building of cottages has 


| become a practical impossibility owing to 
‘the conditions and restrictions imposed 
| by District Councils, but my attention has 
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been drawn to some cases where difficulty 
has been experienced on account of the 
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terior to the opening of the line were 
voluntary payments not contemplated by 


requirements of the building bye-laws in | the Tramways Act of 1883, and conse- 


force. In approving bye-laws with re- 
spect to new buildings, the Local Govern- 
ment Board are chiefly concerned to see 
that they are such as the local authority 
may legally make, and are sutficient to | 
secure proper conditions, especially as | 
regards stability and sanitation. I am | 
not in a position to state what bye-laws | 
are needed in particular districts. The | 
responsibility rests with the District 
Council in each instance of determining | 
what bye-laws they will propose. Notice | 
is given in the district by advertisements | 
betore bye-laws are confirmed, and any | 
objections made to me with regard to | 
them would have my careful considera- | 
tion. I may add that I have recently | 
issued a modified code of model bye-laws | 
for use in rural districts which are | 
specially suited for these districts, and 
from which are omitted certain require- 
ments usually in force in urban districts. 





Buncrana and Carndonagh Railway. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that since the opening 
of the Buncrana and Carndonagh Railway, 
after providing for working expenses, 
there has been a surplus profit in each half 
year, and that prior to the opening of 
the line the guaranteeing area had to pro- 
vide certain sums for dividends on the 
£5,000 baronial guaranteed shares ; and, 
seeing that, notwithstanding Section 5 of 
The ‘Tramways (Ireland) Act, 1883, up to 
the present the surplus profits have been 
divided between the working company 
and the Treasury, will he take steps to 
have the provisions of the Act enforced 
in this case. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hayes FIsHer, 
Fulham) : The answer to the first question 
is in the affirmative. I understand that the 
County Council of Donegal paid interest 
amounting to £91 18s. 2d. to the Lough 
Swilly Co. in respect of the half year 
ended 31st December, 1900, and £100 in 
respect of the half year ended 30th June, 
1901. The Board of Works were no 
parties to this arrangement. The Board 
are advised that the county was not 
bound to make any payment under the 
guarantee until after the line was opened, 


| 
| 








and that payments made for a period an- 


quently that Section 5 of the Tramways 
Act of 1883 does not apply. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: Seeing that the 
Treasury have received a portion of the 
money which should not have been paid, 
will it refund it to the county ? 


Mr. HAYES FISHER : I will consider 
that. 


Tolsta (Island of Lewis) School. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state the number of 
children who are on the register of the 
public school at Tolsta, Island of Lewis, 
the period the school has been closed 
during the last six months, and the cause. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) : The num- 
ber of pupils on the register of the public 
school at Tolsta at the end of the last 
school year was 196. The school was 
closed on the 3rd July by order of the 
Medical Officer of Health owing to an 
outbreak of typhoid fever. No notice of 
its being re-opened has been received. 
(13th November, 1902.) 


Southwark Denominational Schools. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the hon. 
Member for the West Salford Division 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the fact that the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners applied last year to the rebuild- 
ing of certain denominational schools in 
Southwark a sum of £1,500 derived from 
funds belonging to the ecclesiastical 
branch of the City Parochial Charities 
Fund, which is prescribed by the City 
Parochial Charities Act, 1883, to be 
applied only to the maintenance of the 
fabric of churches and other ecclesiastical 
purposes; and, if so, in view of the 
provisions of the Act, will he explain why 
such action has been sanctioned. 


*Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.): 
The objects to which the funds paid to 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners under 
the City Parochial Charities Act may be 
applied are by the Act described in such 
terms as to leave to the Commissioners a 
wider discretion than would appear from 
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ne hon. Member’s Question, and, taking 
into consideration the special needs of 
the schools referred to in the Question. 
and the wants of the parish served by 
them, the Board considered the grant to 
be a legitimate application of a part of 
those funds. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: It is specifi- 
cally stated that the funds are to be 
applied to ecclesiastical purposes. 


*Mr LEES KNOWLES: The hon. 
Gentleman’s paraphrase has narrowed 
the meaning of the section. 


{COMMONS} 





Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): As I was 
responsible for the drafting of this Act, | 
may I ask on which words the hon. 
Gentleman relies ? 


*Mr. LEES KNOWLES: 
are rather lengthy. 


The terms | 


Mr. BRYCE: Will the hon. Gentleman 
be good enough to read the terms ! 


*Mr. LEES KNOWLES: the 


terms are as follows— 


“To be applied” (by the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners) ‘‘ to the maintenance of the fabric | 
of churches or to the better endowment of | 
existing benefices, or to giving theological 
instruction to persons preparing for holy | 
orders, or generally to extending the benefit of | 
clerical or spiritual ministrations in accord- | 
ance with the doctrines or by the ministers of | 
the Church of England as by law established | 
in the more populous districts of the metro- | 
polis.” 


Yes, 


| 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Perhaps I | 

may explain that I proposed to include | 

the words in my Question, but the Clerk | 

at the Table thought it too long, and I. 
therefore had to paraphrase it. 

*Mr. LEES KNOWLES: I regret that | 
the paraphrase is not wide enough. | 
| 
{ 
Countesthorpe School Board. 


Mr. LOGAN (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Board of Education if he is aware 
that three letters, dated 29th September, 
20th October, and 3rd November respec- 
tively, have been sent to the Board of 
Education by Mr. W. H. Herbert, a 
member of the Countesthorpe (Leicester- 
shire) School Board, a ratepayer in that 





| “* older scholar.” 
| tion are not aware of any special reason 
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parish, complaining that his child, aged 
six years, has been expelled from the 
board school, by a resolution of the 
School Board, carried by the casting 
vote of the chairman, the vicar of the 
parish (although there are vacant places 
in the board school), with the object of 
compelling him, a Nonconformist, to 
send his child to the Church of England 
school in the parish; and, seeing that 
up to the present Mr. Herbert has re- 
ceived only formal acknowledgments of 
the receipt of his letters, if he will state 
what steps the Board of Education pro- 
poses to take to protect the rights of this 
parent, and to prevent a recurrence of 
such cases. In putting the Question, 
may I express my regret that there is 
an inaccuracy in it as it appears on the 
Paper. I understand that the vicar, 
although the chairman of the Board, was 
not in the chair at the time of the 


Questions. 


| occurrence. 


THe SECRETARY or tae BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Sir WitiiaM Anson, 
Oxford University): The Board of Edu- 


/cation have been in communication with 


the School Board on the subject. This 
was explained to Mr. Herbert in reply to 
his second letter. There is no accommo- 


|dation for infants at the Countesthorpe 


board school. If the infant referred to is 
qualified for promotion at the end of 


the school year (December 31st), it will 


be admitted to the board school as an 
The Board of Educa- 


for its earlier promotion, but further 
inquiry will be made. The hon. Mem- 

er has been good enough to explain to 
me that the vicar was not present at the 
meeting of the School Board when the 
vote was taken. 


Education Bill—Transferred Denomina- 
tional Schools. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
tion whether under the Education Bill 
an elementary school built by voluntary 
subscribers, but leased to a School Board, 
would have the status of a school pro- 
vided by the education authority, or of a 
school not provided by the education 
authority ; and what would be the posi- 
tion of such a school after the lease has 
terminated. 
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Sirk WILLIAM ANSON: A school | 
Jeased to a local education authority will | 
be deemed to be a school provided by | 
that authority. The latter part of the | 
hon. Member’s Question was answered by | 
the First Lord of the Treasury in his | 
reply to the Member for Denbighshire 
West on 5th November. 
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opportunity of expressing their views 
upon it. 


Questions. 


Roscrea Petty Sessional Bench. 
Mr. CAREW (Meath, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 


tion has been directed toa prosecution 


| by the inspector of weights and measures 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucestershire, 

Stroud): Arising out of that answer, may 
| ask whether, in view of the great public 
interest taken in this question, and the | 
fact that Amendments dealing with it 
have been closured, an opportunity will 
be given for the full discussion of the 
transfer of schools. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON : I cannot on 
behalf of the Government give.an under- 
taking to that effect. The matter has 
been very fully discussed. 


Limavady Sessions—Henry and others 
v. Hamill and Moody. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
his attention has been directed to the 
case of Henry and others v. Hamill and 
Moody at the recent quarter sessions in | 
Limavady ; and whether, in view of the 
rights of property involved and which 
were left undecided, he proposes to take 
any action in the matter. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): This was a civil action, and an 
appeal to the Judge of Assizes has been 
lodged. Even independently of this latter 
circumstance, it is not a case for the 
intervention of the Executive. 


at the last Roscrea Petty Sessions, when 


one of the presiding magistrates charged 
_a solicitor with trying to upset the Court, 


and then left the Bench, so that the case 
could not be proceeded with; and 
whether, to prevent inthe future incon- 
venience, he will recommend the Lord 
Chancellor to appoint more justices of 
the peace in this district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am _ informed 
that there are usually five or six magis- 
trates in attendance at these sessions, 
and that it rarely happens that only two 
are present. Applications for appoint- 
ments to the commission should be made 
to the lieutenant of the county 


| Dispensary Doctors as County Councillors, 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state on what 
grounds the Local Government Board 
issued a sealed order prohibiting the 
election of dispensary doctors as county 
councillors; why was this order can- 
celled and a new sealed order issued 
declaring that no county councillor 
shall be qualified to be or continue as a 
poor law medical officer. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Both orders were 


_made by the Board in the interests of 


samipainins and Donegal Union 
oundaries. 

Mr. O’DOHERTY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 
of Ireland when the Irish Local Govern- 
ment Board propose to hold the inquiry, | 
already promised by them, with reference | 
to the change of union boundaries in the | 
counties of Londonderry and Donegal. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover): Before | 
taking further action in the matter, the 
Board considers it desirable that the | 
recently elected local bodies, who are | 
affected by the proposal, should have an_ 





+ See page 149. | 


the sick and destitute poor. The first 


| order was rescinded in order to substitute 


the second, which secures thesame object 
in a more correct manner. 


Teaching of the Irish Language. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state what are 
the regulations that prevent the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture sanctioning the 
expenditure of funds by the Agricultural 


| and Technical Instruction Committees of 


County Councils in the furtherance of 
instruction in the Irish language; and 
whether he proposes to remedy this 
matter. 
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regulations of the kind referred to. | 


Every application to the Department for | 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: There are nospecific | 
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courthouses. . In some few instances, [ 
believe, the high sheriffs and magistrates, 
the proper authorities, have, for reasons 


Questions. 


such assistance is dealt with according to | which appeared to them adequate, re- 


the particular circumstances of the case. | fused the District Councils permission to 
use these courthouses. But I have no 


Belfast Police. | information before me which would 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to | enable me to give a more definite reply 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | to either part of the Question. 


Lieutenant of Ireland how many mand 
barracks are there in Belfast; the number | 
of sergeants in each; and to what de- | 
nomination do they belong. 
| 
Mr. WYNDHAM: This information | 
cannot conveniently be given in the form 
of an answer to a Question, and I have, 
therefore, communicated it to my hon. | 
friend. 


Drogheda School Teacher. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether any reply has been made 
to the complaint of the Rev. J. Curry, 
P.P., Drogheda, that the head teacher of 
the school of which he is manager has 
been subjected by the new rules to a loss 
of £50 a year; and if he can state how 
similar complaints from other clerical 
managers and teachers in Ireland have 
been dealt with. | 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I received a letter | 


In reply to a further Question by Mr. 
TULLY— 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the County 
Councils had a right to the use of the 
courthouses, subject to certain statutory 
limitations, but District Councils had no 
such right. 


Irish Union Amalgamation. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has received from 
Strokestown Union, and also from unions 
in the county Leitrim, resolutions in 
favour of union amalgamation; and 
whether, in view of the importance of 
this question in Ireland, he will appoint 
a Commission to inquire into it, with 
power to dissolve unions that are no 
longer necessary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Such resolutions 
have been received. The general question 


from Father Curry, dated October 30th, | of union amalgamation has engaged the 

and sent him an acknowledgment. 1) attention of the Local Government 

have since made an exhaustive examina- | Board, and investigations have been in 

tion into the cases submitted. I cannot | progress for some time past. The 
| 





undertake, as a general rule, to corre- 
spond at length over questions of admini- 
stration with which the National Board is | 
charged by statute. But, as these cases | 
are typical, I propose to send the result | 
of my inquiry to the rev. gentleman. 


Use of Irish Courthouses by Rural | 
District Councils. | 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
ecretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- | 


and whether he can state the number of | 
courthouses the use of which has been | 


/matter is admittedly one of much 


|importance, and I shall consider during 


the Recess the means best adapted to 
attain the object in view. 


Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman be prepared to receive a 
deputation from the unions interested! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I could not receive 
a deputation before January. If the 
hon. Member will communicate with me 


refused by the authorities to Rural Dis- | ! will consider the matter. 


trict Councils for their quarterly meetings | 
or road sessions ; and whether the use of | 
these buildings was refused to present- | 
ment sessions for meetings for road | 
business prior to 1889. | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The District Coun- | 


Mr. Joseph Macauley, J.P. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to ask 
theChief Secretaryto the Lord Lieutenant 


of Ireland whether his attention has been 


called to a speech reported to have been 
delivered by a Mr. Joseph Macauley, 


cils have no legal right to the use of! J.P., at Belfast Water Board, on 6th 
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inst., where it was proposed to present 
an address to His Excellency the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland; and what action, 
if any, the Government intend taking in 
the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have seen a news- 
paper report of the speech in question. 
The Executive is only concerned with 
speeches that involve a breach of the 
law. 


Mr. SLOAN: Do I understand that 
a disloyal speech made against the 
Crown by a J.P. is not a direct viola- 
tion of the obligation taken by him? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the hon. 
Member will see that we cannot discuss 
by way of Question and answer the 
exact character of the speech. It 
involved no breach of the law. 


Mr. TULLY: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman read the violent speeches 
of Orange magistrates ? 


Carndonagh Mail Service. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster General whether complaints 
have been received by the Post Office 
authorities with reference to the late 
delivery of letters in Carndonagh and 
district since the railway company began 
to convey the mails to that town from 
Londonderry ; whether the mail service 
since the opening of the new Buncrana 
and Carndonagh Railway costs the Post 
Office less now than formerly; and 
whether he will arrange for the arrival 
of the mails at Carndonagh earlier than 
they arrive at present. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: In- 
quiry is being made on the subject, and 
an answer shall ve sent to the hon. 
Member as soon as possible. 


Education Bill Rate. 

Smrr JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
Leominster): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the pro- 
duct of the penny rate referred to in the 
Amendment to the Education Bill, put 
down by him after Clause 10 of the Bill, 
is intended to be the product of a penny 
rate charged on the full assessment of 


the rateable property of the area rated, | 
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or only the product of the penny rate 
after the allowance of half the amount 
on agricultural land has been made. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Ba.¥rour, Manchester, E.): The answer 
to my hon. friend is that the latter of 
the two alternatives that he suggests is 
the correct one. 


Proposed Ministry of Commerce. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he willconsiderthedesir- 
ability of the appointment of a Minister 
of Commerce, or of such a reform of the 
Board of Trade as to meet the demands 
of the commercial community of this 
country, that questions of trade and 
commerce shall be administered by a 
Minister equipped with greater powers. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer 
to the Question of my hon. friend, I have 
to say that I think I have indicated on 
previous occasions, and in reply to Ques- 
tions from other quarters of the House, 
that I do not see that the position of the 
Board of Trade could be dealt with in 
isolation or apart from the general con- 
sideration of the position of the various 
Government offices. I am not quite 
sure what additional powers my hon. 
friend refers to in the last paragraph of 
his Question. 


Naval Administration. 

Sir WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, having regard to the 
failures of vessels of His Majesty's Navy, 
both when under trial and at sea, and 
the number of new vessels now con- 
demned to costly repairs; also taking 
into consideration the cost of repairs as 
given inthe late Return on Navy Boilers, 
he will consider the desirability of insti- 
tuting by Royal Commission an inquiry 
into the Admiralty administration of 
naval affairs, especially as regards types 
of vessels, machinery, guns, men, and 
reserves. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman complains of the boiler policy 
of the Admiralty in the first part of the 
Question, and on that subject there has 
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been a Committee of Inquiry, as he state as briefly as he could the view of 
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knows. I think the fact that, in the the Government on the present proposal, 
hon. Gentleman’s judgment, the boiler| They shared as fully as anybody the 
policy of the Admiralty is not a satisfac- desire that the attendance of all classes 
tory one, is hardly a sufficient reason for on the governing bodies should be as 
demanding a Royal Commission to | regular as possible. But he was bound 


inquire into the general administration | 


of naval affairs—“types of vessels, 
machinery, guns, men, and reserves.”’ 
It seems to go a good deal; beyond 
boilers. 


Sir WILLIAM ALLAN: May Ifsay I 
am not dealing with boilers exclusively. 
Am I to understand that the Government 
will do nothing to restore the confidence 
of the country in the Navy and its ad- 
ministration ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope that that 
confidence still remains unshaken, but, 
if it be shaken, I am very confident that 
a Royal Commission will not restore it. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 

BILL. 

Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith), in the Chair. | 


Clause 13 :— 


Amendment proposed. 

«In page 5, line 21, after the word ‘ council,’ 
to insert the words ‘ including the reasonable 
travelling expenses of the members of the | 
Education Committee.’ ”—(Mr. Soares.) 


Amendment proposed to the proposed | 
Amendment— 


‘© To leave out the first word ‘ the,’ and insert 
the word ‘ such.’ ”°—(Mr. Lyttelton.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the first 
word ‘the’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 

THe PRESIDENT or 


(2.40.) THE 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. | committee { 


WALTER LonG, Bristol, 8.) said that when 
the Committee adjourned on the preceding 
night they were in the midst of a very inter- 
esting debate. He had found it impossible 
to reply in a word or two to the sugges- 


to look at this question from the general 
point of view of local government. Hon, 
Gentlemen had sought to prove that 
there was a distinction between the 
| committee of the local education authority 
}and the committees of other bodies. So 
no doubt there was, but he doubted very 
much whether the distinction told in 
favour of the Amendment now under 
discussion. They had been told that it 
was very desirable that working men, 
whose interest in the educational system 
of their districts was very great, he might 
say greater than that of any other class, 
should be on the committee, but they 
were also told that the position of 
the education committee was one en- 
tirely subordinate to the local education 
authority. It was not the controlling 
body that was to be strengthened by the 
,addition of working class members, 
/it was only the intermediate authority. 
He thought that told rather against the 
Amendment than for it. He must ask 
the Committee not to be misled on this 
matter. If this proposal was adopted 
| they would open a door which they would 
not be able to shut again. It was not 
for him to dictate to the Committee as to 
whether the change would be for better 
|or for worse. But he had had some 
experience of local government, and 
he would ask whether there were not 
many men claiming to represent this or 


| that particular interest, but not belonging 
to the industrial classes, who would be 


attracted to these governing bodies 
directly they were sure they would be 
relieved of all costs. No doubt the 
| proposal before the Committee was a 
| guarded one, but how were they going to 
keep it within such narrow limits? They 
| were asked to only sanction reasonable 
| travelling expenses. What were the 
travelling expenses of a member of the 
Was it realised that in 
many of these cases miles of roads had to 
be travelled over—that frequently it 
entailed a journey the day before! 
[Cheers.]| He appreciated those cheers. 
It made the position of the work- 





tions put forward from both sides of the 
House, and he therefore now proposed to 


man harder still, but the real difficulty 
was not the expenses. There was 
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also the loss of one or two days work. | 
There were committees of the County 
Council whose work, in his judgment, 
was quite as important—in the interests 
of the working classes—as that of a 
committee of the local education 
authority. Let them take the case of 
the Lunatic Asylums Committee. In 
the work of that body the working man 
hada special interest. The asylums were 
often situated in a distant corner of the 
county, but the committee had to meet 
regularly, and its members had to travel 
long journeys in order to get there. 
Their proceedings were keenly watched 
by the working classes, whose relatives 
had unfortunately so often to take refuge 
within the walls of the institution. The 
members of the committee were not 
reimbursed their expenses. [Cries of 
“They are paid.”| No, travelling 
expenses were only paid in cases where 
the asylum or workhouse was outside 
the county area, and where the members 
of the committee had consequently to 
travel beyond that area. They received 
nothing when they merely had to travel 
from their own homes to a place within 
the county area. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS(Flint Boroughs): 

Under the schemes passed under theWelsh 
Intermediate Education Act, third class 
travelling expenses are paid to members 
attending not only the meetings of the 
central board, but also the meetings of 
the county governing bodies. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he was not 
aware of that. He was dealing with the 
local authorities which were within the 
cognisance of his Department, and with 
which he had personal contact. He 
might take another illustration. Hon. 
Members familiar with the North of 
England, knew that there were many 
unions where the guardians had miles of 
roads to traverse in order to get to 
workhouses near to which there was no 
railway station. They had to attend a 
variety of committees, but they were not 
paid their expenses. He was not arguing 
against the principle of reasonable 
travelling expenses, but he was trying to| 
point out that there was a practical 
difficulty in limiting the expenses in the 
way proposed in this Amendment. It 
was not for him nor for the Government | 
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step if they thought it a right step to 
take. But Jet them take it with their 
eyes open, and not, as they were asked 
to take it on the previous night, on the 
ground that this proposal could be limited 
within these narrow lines. This proposal 
was far too serious for the Government, 
to give their assent to it. There were 
no exceptional circumstances in regard 
to the education committee which did 
not apply to other committees. If this 
proposal was adopted, he thought they 
would find that pressure would be exer- 
cised to grant the same privileges to 
members of other local authorities, and 
that pressure they would not be able to 
resist. Then it would be but a short 
step to the House of Commons. Hither- 
to they had successfully, and as he 
believed rightly, resisted all proposals to 
cast on public funds the costs incurred 
by men who were members of these ‘ocal 
governing bodies. If they now gave way 
in this case they would be unable to stop 
at the payment of travelling expenses ; 
every man who devoted himself to !ocal 
or public service would expect to have 
extended to him the right to payment 
of all out-of-pocket expenses. This was 
therefore a much wider question than 
that of the local education committees, 
and he would ask the Committee not on 
this occasion by a side wind to upset the 
principle which Parliament had hitherto 
upheld, but to adhere to the sound 
principle that those who took part in 
local or Imperial government should do 
so with all the risks and loss that the 
service entailed. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) said the argument of the 
right hon. Gentleman meant that it was 
impossible that men of humble means 
could take part in the administration of 
this Act. [MINISTERIAL cries of “ Nothing 
of the kind.”’| The right hon. Gentle- 
man agreed that long distances would 
have to be travelled, and that men of 
humble means would not be able to 
undertake the work. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the right 
hon. Gentleman entirely misrepresented 
what he had said. He had pointed out 
that the expenses could not be limited as 
it was proposed to limit them in this 


to ask the Committee not to take this| Amendment. Men of the very class the 
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right hon. Gentleman alluded to found legislation of this House. If they paid 
means of attending the meetings of the expenses of the education committees 
Boards of Guardians without having | it would conduce not to efficiency but 


their expenses paid. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT said 


men of humble means could not afford | 


to travel long distances by train or 
carriage. To his mind the interruption 
of the hon. Member for the Flint 
Boroughs disposed of the whole argument 
of the right hon. Gentleman. This 
terrible precedent which was to ruin our 
local administration had been in opera- 
tion for a considerable time in Wales. 
There they had long distances to travel, 
and railway communication was by no 
means easy. It seemed to him to be a 
simple proposition. What was there in it 
to give rise to this alarm? He thought 
the Committee would do extremely well 
to accept the Amendment. 


Mr. MILVAIN (Hampstead) said the 
argument of the last speaker reminded 
him of the tale of the little boy who 
when remonstrated with for patting out his 
tongue to his master replied that it was 
only a little one. He could not help 
thinking that those who were advocating 
the payment of these expenses out of the 
rates had their little tongues in their 


cheek. He was strongly opposed to the 
Amendment. In his estimation, working 


men were a fetish, unduly worshipped in 
this House. But by this Amendment 
it was proposed to pay the travelling 
expenses, not of working men, but of the 


committee, and these expenses might | 


include their day’s work and their food. 
If they sanctioned the payment of the 
expenses of members of our representative 
institutions, they opened the  flood- 
gates of unlimited expense. Hon. Mem- 
bers opposite claimed “economy” and 
“ efficiency ” as their watchwords. Where 
was the economy to be found in paying 
the expenses of their representatives on 
representative institutions ? 
see it in view of the fact that there were so 
many men of leisure and ability will- 
ing to do the 
This proposal had been made before, 
and always successfully resisted on 
the ground that it was not consistent 
with economy. If it was admitted now 
it would be without precedent, and would 
be admitted for the first time in 


Mr. Walter Long. 


He could not | 


work for nothing. | 


the | 


'to jobbery; it might lead to outside 
| influences being brought to bear on the 
| County Councils to elect a class of man 
| whose services would not conduce to 
efficiency. Upon these grounds he should 
vote against the Amendment. 


* Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) 
said this was a matter of vital importance 
to working men and people with small 
means, and he had always contended 
that the parents of the children 
who went to these schools should be able 
to see that the education given to their 
children was such as they approved of, 
and this it was quite impossible for them 
to do unless the Bill was amended in the 
direction proposed. It was stated that 
the payment of travelling expneses was 
introducing a new principle ; but on 
the London County Council the com 
mittees had conveyances supplied to 
carry them round on inspection work, 
and when railways were more con- 
venient for the purpose of conveyance 
in carrying out inspection railway fares 
were paid. Had this been a question 
of payment for services on the committee 
he should not have supported the Amend- 
ment, but this was a case of enabling the 
parents of the children to serve on the 
committees, and it was on that ground 
that he supported it. 


* (3.5.) Sin CHARLES DILKE (Glouces- 
tershire, Forest of Dean) expressed his 
regret that the President of the Local Gov- 
ernment Board should have run away im- 
mediately after having fired his shot, 
because he had made a confident state- 
ment which ought to receive an answer, 
and which would receive an answer that 
he ought to have stayed to hear. The 
right hon. Member for West Monmouth- 
shire who followed the right hon. Gentle- 
man dealt with the subject generally and 
not specifically with regard to the present 
case. The hon. Member opposite and 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Local Government Board both took 
the line which was’ familiar to all 
Government Departments. It was the 
line adopted by the Treasury with regard 
to every proposal made to them. The 
consecrated phrase of the Treasury to all 
the other Departments who! made these 
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roposals was not couched in very good 
anguage. It was, ‘These proposals 
would open a very serious door.” He 
would be glad to see the “very serious 
door” opened to which the right hon. 
Gentleman objected. He would go even 
further. As a specific proposal this was 
much stronger than any other. In the 
case of Durham the county town was 
almost in the centre of the county, and 
around that town were a great many 
mines. The result was that the hon. 
Member for Mid Durham, and many 
miners of that district, were able to serve 
on the County Council; but in many 
mining counties School Boards were 
elected for particular districts, and on 
those boards admirable work was done. 
The parents of the children in the mining 
districts were keener about education than 
anybody else in those districts, and by 
the abolition of the School Boards these 
men would be knocked out of education 
altogether. The object of the Amend- 
ment was to retain the services of these 
men. The right hon. Gentleman was 
guilty of an error when he said there 
was no precedent for this; there was 
the Welsh precedent, and there was also 
the precedent that some members of the 
Fisheries Board were paid their expenses. 
This, therefore, was a practical Amend- 
ment. With regard to the Amendment to 
the Amendment, although, for conveni- 
ence, a general discussion was being 
taken upon it, he thought the mover 
ought to say clearly how it was going 
to be dealt with. He was not quite clear 
as to its effect; if it allowed the counties 
to pick and choose it would be most ob- 
jectionable. [An Hon. MemsBer: That 
iswhat it does do!] If that was so, then, 
of course, it ought to be opposed. Those 
who had been able to pay their own 
expenses and who acted outside the area 
for local authorities had generally 
thought it their duty to accept their 
expenses along with the others, because 
they thought the question of ex- 
penses should be a general and not a 
particular one. The point upon which 
the President of the Local Government 
Board relied was merely technical. If a 













member of a Board of Guardians in the 
south-west of London paid a visit to the 
north-east of London, his expenses were 
paid. Surely a similar course might be 
taken in a large county where the 
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distances and the time occupied were 
It was not right to use 
the merely technical objection that in 
the former case the visit was outside the 
district. Many School Board areas 
would, under this Bill, be embraced 
within the new district—the county—and 
therefore members would have to travel 
altogether outside the existing districts. 
It was really on the linesof present practice 
to apply the Amendment to cases of that 
kind. On the grounds he had stated he 
should oppose the Amendment to the 
Amendment, and support the original 
proposal. 
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*Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham) said that when his hon. and 
learned friend moved the Amendment to 
the Amendment on the previous night 
there was a considerable measure of 
agreement or approval on the Govern- 
ment side of the House, and no distinet 
expression of disagreement on the other 
side. It appeared now, however, that 
his hon. and learned friend was between 
the upper and nether millstones, inas- 
much as his proposal neither commanded 
agreement on that side nor met with 
acceptance on the other. At the same 
time it was a most sensible and reason- 
able Amendment. There had _ been 
brought before the Committee two 
attitudes of mind, with neither of which 
he was able to sympathise or agree. 
The first was that of the President 
of the Local Government Board, who 
used the “ open door ”’ argument—that 
they were opening a door which they 
would never be able to shut. The door 
was, in fact, already open, and the 
present was not the period in our history 
in which to talk about the “thin end of 
the wedge.” There were no great 
questions in which the thin end of the 
wedge had not already been inserted. 
The other attitude of mind was that of 
Labour members, who declared they were 
not ashamed to say they needed the 
money, but they would be ashamed to 
take it unless those who did not need it 
were also made to take it. That was a 
fantastic proposition to which very few 
Members on that side of the House, no 
matter how progressive their views 
might be, would be inclined to assent. 
Practically two considerations were 


before the Committee, each of which 
21 
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was complicated and controversial, and | reasonable concession, they would meet 
each supported by a considerable body | with a certain amount of support on 


of opinion. The first was that they did 
not want to settle the great question of 
the payment of representatives on a side 
and comparatively small issue on an 
Education Bill. They, on that side, 


would not shrink from a settlement of | 


But he, personally, would 
draw a_ great distinction 
travelling expenses and remuneration 
for actual services, whether in regard to 
Members of Parliament or members of 
local bodies. The second consideration 
had been urged by almost every speaker 
in the debate. The schools concerned 
were the schools attended by the children 
of the people in humble circumstances, 
and if there was any board upon which 
the working classes ought to be repre- 
sented it was the education authority. It 
was quite evident, however, that it would 
be impossible for them to be so represented 
unless their travelling expenses to and 
from the place of meeting were defrayed. 
These two considerations came into 
collision, and out of that collision the 
present question arose. How were the 
two points of view to be reconciled ? 
How were the poorer members of these 
authorities to be enabled to attend to 
their duties without at the same time 
conceding or affirming the great prin- 
ciple of the payment of representatives ? 
The Amendment of his hon. and learned 
friend presented a safe, easy, clear, con- 
venient, and suitable method of solving 
the problem. It conceded no great prin- 
ciple ; it affirmed no small principle that 
had not already been conceded. On the 
other hand, it dealt with the immediate 
emergency, removed the actual con- 
crete grievance operated through the 
very authority the Bill proposed to set 
up, and acted in a spirit of compromise 
which harmonised with the general 
principle of a Bill which in itself was a 
great compromise. If this half-way 
measure, this friendly and conciliatory 
Amendment, was to be treated with 
disdain and contumely by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, he should certainly 
urge his hon. and learned friend 
not to press it, and then they on 
that side would have to go into the 
Division Lobby against the other side on 
the main principle. If, however, the 


that question. 


Opposition were prepared to accept this 
Mr. Winston Churehill. 


between | 


| that side of the House. 

| Sm WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
| Ikestor) said that the Amendment to 
‘the Amendment, as interpreted by its 
mover, was one which many on that 
side could not accept. It would lead to 
| diversity of practice in different parts 
of the country. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: Does 
not the hon. Member trust the discretion 
of the local authorities ? 


Sir WALTER FOSTER said the dis- 
cretion of every local authority would 
be influenced by local circumstances; 
and they would have a practice adopted 
'on one side of the boundary which was 
not followed on the other, and friction 
and discontent would be the result. 
Private arrangements of this sort, in 
which money passed from one to 
another, were not desirable in the carry- 
ing on of local government except under 
uniform rules. Hesupported the original 
Amendment on the same ground as thie 
President of the Local Government 
Board opposed it, viz.,in the interests of 
local government. In numerous in- 
stances, efficient representatives had been 
obliged to give up their seats on County 
and Rural District Councils because they 
could not afford the travelling expensesand 
also the time to attend, and local govern- 
ment necessarily became lessefficientincon- 
sequence. The question of the education 
of the children of the people was a wider 


interest than any other matter of local, 


government, inasmuch as it affected every 
family in the land. The management 
of lunatic asylums was not a fair parallel 
case, as that had to be carried on by 
specially qualified men, and only affected 
relatively few people. Many of the 
men who had served on the School 
Boards would be disfranchised from 
serving on the education committees, 
because of their inability to sit on the 
councils, and because working men 
could not afford to go from one end of 
the county to the other. He should 
certainly vote for the Amendment, be 
cause it would satisfy a just and 
righteous claim, and add to the efficiency 
of the education authority. He hoped 
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the First Lord of the Treasury, if he| that disadvantage. I really have only 
spoke again, would support the view | two points to urge upon the Committee. 
of finding some way out of the difficulty | One is this: If you mean to make a 
in which they were placed. great change in the existing practice 
. with regard tothe payment of expenses 


(3.30.) Mr, WHARTON (Yorkshire, | °f persons serving upon public bodies 
W.R., Ripon) said the right hon. Gentle- | is this Education Bill a convenient place 
man had told them that this was part | t0do it? [Opposition cries of “ Yes, it 
of a large matter. He wished to ask | i: ] I am aware that an hon. friend 
the Committee where was this matter | of mine below the gangway, and hon. 
going to stop? It would stop in this| Gentlemen opposite say that this is no 
House and not before. If they were | innovation, and that it has already been 


going to pay these particular men and | made in the ¢ase of the Welsh Inter- 
women to come forward and offer their | mediate Education scheme and in the 


services, why should they not pay other | case of the London Government Bill. 
men and other women whocame forward? | ! do not think either of those measures 
If they did that well and good. He| is on all fours with the present scheme. 
warned the Committee that if they In the first place the Welsh Intermediate 


adopted this proposal it would not stop | scheme isdifferent from this because itsays 
there. The President of the Local | that a third-class ticket is to be paid for 
Government Board told them that the | from station to station, and that by no 


Amendment would open the door to a| Means covers the ground of expenses. 
dangerous precedent. In this case he | /hat was not introduced in the debate 


was not in favour of the policy of the | the Welsh Intermediate Education 
open door. ; | Act, but it was accepted as part of a 
| scheme brought forward under the Act. 


Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, | That is very different from a precedent 
Accrington) said he was anxious that the | deliberately adopted by this House with re- 
Committee should not give up the Amend- | 8a'd to any great question of local govern- 
ment to the Amendment in a hurry. | ment. Ihe other question, I am distinctly 
He was of the opinion that his hon. | informed by the President of the Local 
and learned friend had put a wrong | overnment Board, is really no precedent 
interpretation upon this proposal. In| 4t all, and if that takes place which my 
order to make the meaning clear he| hon. friend tells us upon his authority, 














suggested the insertion of the word “all.” 
It would then read— 

“Including such reasonable travelling ex- 
penses of all the members of the e.ucation 
committee as the local education authority 
may think fit.” 

Personally he was quite prepared to 
accept the words as they stood. 


and from his own knowledge, does take 
place on the London County Council 
the London County Council are break- 
ing the law and they are liable to be 
surcharged by some future Mr. Cocker- 
ton. So much for the two precedents 
which have been alleged. I think it will 
be admitted that they are hardly in 
front. I bring the Committee back to 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope 
the Division may very shortly be 
taken. Perhaps the Committee will 
think it only respectful that I should 
say one or two words upon the questions 
which have been raised. I am sorry that 
I was not present duri»g the debate last 
night, as I should like to have heard the 
speeches, especially those made by hon. 
Gentlemen who claim, and claim justly, 
to specially represent the working classes, 
which I am informed were not only 
speeches of great ability but also showed 
great moderation. I had not that good 





fortune, and therefore I speak under 





this: you are attempting to initiate a 
very great change in our practice as 
regards local government. Is this Edu- 
cation Bill an occasion to doit? I 
venture very strongly to urge upon the 
Committee that it is a most inconvenient 
occasion, partly because this Bill surely 
arouses enough controversies without 
importing this into it; and also because 
this Bill alone among local government 
Bills does give the smaller localities and 
parishes of all classes special opportunities 
of taking their share in the work of edu- 
cation. Let the Committee remember 
that while the committee whose expenses 


212 
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are to be met is only an advisory 
committee, and advisory upon general 
principles, the actual management of the 
school rests, in the case of voluntary 
schools or non-provided schools, in a body 
of managers, necessarily local, one of 
which will be appointed by the minor 
local authority, the Parish Council or 
District Council, and the other will be 
appointed, no doubt, by the’ education 
authority, and they will probably appoint 
somebody intimately acquainted with 
the details of the work gf that district 
and capable of attending, without great 
personal sacrifices, to the work. That 
is the case of the non-provided schools. 
As to the provided schools, it rests 
entirely with the education autho- 
rity, who can take care—and certainly 
will take care—that the parents of 
the children will have an adequate 
opportunity of taking their share in the 
management. Therefore, I should say 
that of all Bills touching on local go- 
vernment this is the very last Bill upon 
which you ought to make this change, 
because the grievance which the hon. 
Gentleman so eloquently refers to exists 
in a far less degree than it does in any 
other county or borough work. There 
is one other reason which [| will venture 
to urge upon the Committee, and it is 
that this is a very bad occasion on which 
to make this change. Last night we had 
a great debate in regard to the burden 
thrown upon the ratepayers by this Bill. 
I have never denied that the ratepayers 
of counties would desire to see the 
teachers better paid, and the schools 
better equipped than they are now, but 
when I have uttered these educational 
prophecies I have been met by the answer 
that the ratepayers will be so reluctant to 
pay that they will starve the schools. I 
do not think they will, but I do think 
that an Amendment of this kind in- 
creases the temptation thrown upon 
them to starve education. Remember 
also that every shilling you take out of 
the rates for the purpose of paying the 
travelling expenses of members is money 
taken away from the higher purposes of 
education, which this Bill is intended to 
serve, and I would seriously suggest to 
the Committee that it is most unwise for 
us to make the burden thrown upon 
the rates by this Bill heavier and more 
onerous than it would otherwise be. The 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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| Committee will observe that I have care- 
fully refrained from making any pro- 
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nouncement upon the broad question of 

this Amendment. It is far too large a 
question to be touched upon at the end 
of an enormous discussion like that 
which has taken place upon this Bill. 
| Let the House, when the proper occasion 
comes, deal with it as a whole as affecting 
every branch of public administration, 
and affecting both local and Imperial 
government, but do not take this occasion 
of the thirty-ninth day of the Committee 
stage of this Bill to initiate for the first 
time in our County Councils and 
municipal legislation, a change which 
must inevitably have such far-reaching 
effects in the future. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said they 
were very familiar with the argument 
about the proper occasion, for it was 
an occasion which never came. He 
remembered that when they were dis- 
cussing the Scotch Local Government 
Bill of 1888, the First Lord of the 
Treasury told them that that was not the 
proper occasion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That was a 
much better occasion than this. 


Mr. BRYCE said he would try to 
give, in two or three words, the reasons 
why they thought this was the proper 
occasion. They were by this Bill 
extinguishing School Boards in small 
areas, upon which poor people who 
could not pay travelling expenses could 
sit. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: But they can 
sit on the boards of management. 


Mr. BRYCE contended that by this 
Bill they were depriving the people who 
had hitherto had a chance of regulating 
the education of their own children of 
the opportunity which they had up 
to the present enjoyed. The right hon. 
Gentleman said they had the boards of 
management. Did he remember the 
discussions which took place on Clause 
8? He considered it essential that on 
these education committees, which were 
to have practically the bulk of the work, 
some opportunity should be given to the 
parents to bear the part in the work 
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which they had hitherto done under the 
School Board system. They had 
been told that by adopting — this 
Amendment proposed by the hon. 


Member for the Barnstaple Division they 
would take a step which would have con- 
sequences in the future. That was an 
argument they had often heard, but his 
answer toit was this. They were asked 
for the sake of a possibly distant object, 
a consequence which might not arise in 
our time, a consequence which would 
have to be determined by totally different 
arguments, to sacrifice an opportunity 
of making these bodies much more 
effective than they otherwise would be 
by admitting people to work in which 
they were interested, and who were 
anxious, as well as competent, to discharge 
it. 


*(3.47.) Mr. H. J. WILSON (York- 
shire, W.R., Holmfirth) said it was a fact 
that the Sheffield School Board and 
most other School Boards had habitually 
paid for conveyances for members when 
travelling around inspecting sites and 
schools. The same remark applied to 
cases where Sheffield magistrates visited 
public- houses in connection with licensing 
matters. The President of the Local 
Government Board was entirely wrong 
(and the Prime Minister was wrong in 
following him) in supposing that there 
were not lots of precedents all over the 
country tor a proposal such as that now 
before the Committee. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) said if they were going to 
divide they should not vote in the dark. 
His hon. and learned friend said that the 
County Council would have the right of 
picking and choosing. The Committee 
ought to know whether that was a 
proper construction of the words before 
voting. His opinion was that there would 
be no discussion in the County Council at 
all. He asked the Attorney General to 
state whether in his opinion that was 
the proper reading of the words. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) asked whether in the event of 
the rejection of these two Amendments 
there would be power under the scheme 
to provide for the payment of travelling 
expenses ? Would the Government con- 
sider that they had the right under the 
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Bill to sanction payment of travelling ex- 
penses where the County Council desired 
it? The Prime Minister tried to conjure 
up the bogey of the rates. One experience 
was worth all the arguments of the Prime 
Minister on that point. They had power 
in Wales to pay the travelling expenses of 
the members of the governing body. 
He knew a county where the total travel- 
ling expenses, third class, amounted in a 
single year to less than one-fiftieth of a 
penny on the rates. It was misleading 
to talk to the Committee about the burden 
on the rates in a matter of this sort, when 
the Prime Minister was introducing a 
Bill which would involve a rate of 43d. 
in Gloucestershire, 6d. in Liverpool, and 
ls. in some districts, in order to keep up 
sectarian schools. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) said 
he had been asked to state his opinion in 
regard to the construction to be put on 
the Amendment. He did think that the 
words were not very clear, but he would 
be inclined to say that the proper con- 
struction was that which the author of 
the Amendment had put on it, namely, 
that the County Council would have a 
discretion to pay all, or only some, of the 
travelling expenses, as they deemed fit. 
With regard to the other question, he was 
not sufficiently familiar with the provisions 
in Wales, to enable him to give an off- 
hand answer to the question the hon. 
Member had put to him, but he thought 
there would be no general power under 
the Act to introduce a provision into a 
scheme dealing with this matter. He 
would be glad to go into the question 
with the hon. Member, but he was not 
prepared off-hand to give an opinion on a 
point of this kind, which involved special 
consideration. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Does that 
mean that in the opinion of the Attorney 
General there will be no power to intro- 
duce into a scheme a provision for the 
payment of even third class travelling 
expenses in England ? 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY: 
think there will be. 


I do not 


Question, “That the first word ‘the | 
stand part of the proposed Amendment,’ 
put, and negatived. -; _ 








899 Eduweation 
inserting— 


mittee,’ the words 





Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen, CharlesP. (Glouc.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bell, Ricbard 

Bignold, Arthur 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Barc, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Churehill Winston Spencer 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. (Munro(Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gladstone, Kt. HnHerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 






































Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch'r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Bal four RtLin. Gerald W. (Lee 


Amendment further amended, by 














Bartley, George C. T. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
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(3.53.) Question put, “ That 


Bill. 


words, as amended, be there inserted.” 


‘‘ After the word ‘including,’ the word 
such,’ and by inserting, after the word ‘ com- 
‘as the local education 
authority may think fit.’”—Mr. Lyttelton. 





AYES. 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor (Sw’nsea 
Kemp, George 

Kitson, Sir John 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir JosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 








Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 
Lough, Thomas 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Malcolm, Ian 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 





Pirie, Duncan V. 


Gorst, Kt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | Price, Robert John 


NOES. 


Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, Wiliam Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Campbell,RtHnJ. A. (Glasgow) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Wore. 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 130; 
Noes, 197. (Division List No. 503.) 






Rea, Russell 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Koberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, HerbertL. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henr 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJT. (Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Soares and Mr. 
Lyttelton. 


Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple Sir Charles 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFr’d Dixon 
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Dorington, Rt. Hon.Sir John E. 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs,Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Gretton, John 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Halsey, Rr. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus | 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope, J. F.(Shetheid, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.Sir JohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon,Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh. | 
Kimber, Henry 
| 
| 





Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool | 


Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,areham ! 


| O'Doherty, William 
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Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconovhie, A. W. 

Maxwell, WJH(Dumfriesshire | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey | 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) | 
Morgan, David J(Walth’mstow | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald | 
Mount, William Arthur | 
Murray, RtHn A Graham(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 





Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins; Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

taukin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine | 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col.Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe. William Edward T 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E ) 
Smith, HC(North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n, N 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 


| Tully, Jasper 
| Valentia, Viscount 
| Vineent,Col.SirCEH (Sheftield 


Walrond, RtHn.SirWilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York, E.R ) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


(4.5.) Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex. ; educated in board schools, and only 3 per 


Romford), in moving the next Amend-| cent. in the voluntary schools. 


The 


ment, said that he represented the largest | result was that the district would have 
division in this country, and an ever-| to provide an additional school rate of a 


increasing one, and he ventured to say | farthing. 


In framing the Bill no con- 


that this Bill had not been drafted to| sideration had been shown for extreme 


meet the case of his constituents, who | cases. 


| He noticed that the education 


would suffer much under its provisions. | rate would be levied on the basis of the 


It was said that the ratepayers would | district rate instead of the poor rate. 


profit more under the Imperial grants 
than before, but in his case nothing of 


the kind would occur. 


would be poorer and the Imperial grant 


would be less under the 


number of Amendments were made in 
At the present time 97 per 


this Clause. 
cent. of the children in the 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Only in one 


case. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said that 
there was an Amendment lower down 
on the Paper which would remove the 
rate from the basis of assessment for the 


The district 


Bill unless a 





district were 
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{COMMONS} 
poor rate to that of the district rate. | would not altogether meet the case. 


Bill. 


904 
On 


The East India Docks, under the Public | the contrary, that Amendment met the 


Health Act, would be assessed on £14,000 | 
instead of on £27,000, which they now 
paid ; 
instead of being assessed on £9,900, would 
be assessed on only £2,600. The result 
would be that the houses of only £10 
rental would have to make up the de- 
ficiency. The result would be inefficiency, 
the schools would be starved, and many 
people would not pay their rates. He 
knew that his was an extreme case, where 
the population had increased from 8,000 
to over 100,000, but in framing a Bill of 
this magnitude care should have been 
taken so that no anomaly would occur in 
the way of increased burdens. He appealed 
to his right hon. friend in charge of the 
Bill to so amend the Clause that in extreme 
cases, like that presented by his constitu- 
ency, the ratepayers would not be put 
into a worse position than before. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘* In page 5, line 21, after the werd ‘Council,’ 
to insert the words ‘shall be paid under this 
Act out of a rate levied by the Council on Ge 
basis of the assessment for the poor rate.’ 
(Mr. Louis Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
e there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he did not 
quite follow his hon. friend in his reference 
to an especial hardship on a particular dis- 
trict. He admitted, however, that there was 
a flaw in the proposal in the Bill in regard 
to the incidence of the rate. That was 
not altogether the fault of those who were 
responsible for the Bill. It had probably 
escaped his hon. friend’s attention that, 
under the Technical Instruction Act, the 
rate which could be levied was, in the case 
of urban sanitary districts, which were 
the local authorities for the purpose, the 
only general rate which existed in them, 
viz., the sanitary rate, which was liable to 
deduction in regard to railways, canals, 
ete. 
better to leave things as they were ; 
the Government realised later that it 
would be a grave injustice if, in the area | 


and the Great Eastern Railway, | 


case more completely and fully than did 
the Amendment of his hon. friend. The 
variation was not great, and he ventured 
to hope that his hon. friend and other 
hon. Members who had similar Amend- 
ments on the Paper, would be willing to 
withdraw them, and allow the Amendment 
of his hon. friend the Secretary to the 
Board of Education to be put from the 
Chair. The only real difference between 
the Amendments was one of detail, and 
not of principle. They all sought to effect 
the same result, namely, to make the 


| incidence of the rate for education the 


poor rate assessment and not the sanitary 
rate, which was liable to deductions. But 
there was a small difference. Under the 
Amendments of his hon. friends, the 
incidence of the rate would not de 
the incidence which rested upon the 
county rate basis. The effect of the Amend- 
ment of his hon. friend the Secretary to 
the Board of Education would be this— 
in a County Council area the cost of 
education would be defrayed out of the 
general rate levied over the whole area 
having for its basis the county rate basis, 


_and in the case of a borough the poor 


rate basis or the borough rate basis. 
Difficulties in connection with assessment 
did not arise in borough areas as they did 
in county areas. In the county areas 
they had to deal with inequalities between 
different unions ; whereas there was not 
the same conflict in the case of a 
borough area except in very rare instances, 
though it did arise in most cases where 
there was more than one union in the 
area, but in a mitigated form. There it 
was met by the power possessed by the 
Borough Council to have its own assess- 
ment, if not satisfied with the union 
assessment. There remained only the 
urban sanitary districts to be dealt with. 
In these districts there was no rate similar 
to the borough rate or the county rate; 


there was only the sanitary rate, which 


It was thought at first that it was | 
but | 
ment ; 


would not do. Therefore they proposed 
to take the ordinary poor rate assess- 
the only detail worthy of mention 


| being that in the rather limited number 


of a Borough or a County ‘Council the | of cases where the sanitary district was 


incidence of the rate was to be the poor 
rate subject only to ordinary deductions, 


the sanitary rate. His hon. friend said | 


that the Amendment in the name of the | rate or county rate basis. 


| divided into parishes, the assessment as 


while in sanitary districts it was to be | actos the gather weuls be on: Oe 


poor rate basis and not on the borough 
He hoped the 


Secretary to the Board of Education | Committee would accept the Amendment 
Mr. Louis Sinclair. 
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of his hon. friend the Secretary to the ; though he hoped they would have an 
Board of Education as dealing more com- | opportunity of raising the question they 
pletely with the matter. | wished to raise on (6) (c) and (d). 


| pe baal emaggra a : 
Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said that agri- |_| * MR. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
cultural land which was only assessed at | E.) said he did not see much advantage 


half the poor rate would not come under | in prolonging the present discussion. He 





the Amendment of the Secretary to the 
Board of Education. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that that 
would not in any way affect his hon. 
friend’s Amendment. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, W.R., Shipley) said he wished to 
express his very great satisfaction at the 
explanation given by his right hon. 
friend, and the promise he had made on 
behalf of the Government. The fact was 
that when the Clause was drafted a very 
serious and inexcusable mistake was 
made. Under the Clause as it stood, 
manufactories and householders would 


have to pay a very much larger proportion | 


of the rate than the owners of land, 


railway companies, docks and canals. | 


Allusion had been made to Romford, but 
many other constituencies were similarly 
situated. In his own constituency, there 


were three railways covering a large | 
acreage, and there were also canals, which: 


would escape their fair proportion if 
the Clause remained as it was. They 
would only have to contribute 3d. in the 
£, whereas householders would have to 
contribute ls. in the £. Therefore, he 
regarded the Amendment of the Secretary 


to the Board of Education, which had | 


been explained so clearly by his right hon. 
friend, as a measure of justice; and he 
hoped it would meet with the entire ap- 
proval of the Committee. 


|merely wished to say on behalf of the 
|urban district of Kettering and many 
| similar districts that the proposals of the 
| Government were perfectly satisfactory 
| to those authorities, and wished to thank 
| the Government for the Amendment they 


| had wisely placed on the Paper. 


| Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said in with- 
|drawing his Amendment he wished to 
thank the Government for the Amend- 
‘ment they had put down. At the same 
time, he should say that an immense 
/amount of ill-feeling and a sense of 
| injustice had been created, because the 
Amendment had not been thought of 
before. 


| *Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) 
said the Government now proposed that 
the expenses of the Education Act should 
be paid out of the poor rate instead of 
the county fund or the borough rate. Did 
the Government, in making this change, 
propose to deal with the great inequalities 
of assessment to the poor rate? Some 
| District Councils and Corporations assessed 
on one system, and some on another. In 
rural districts rent was taken as the 
basis of assessment in one union, and 
estimates of annual value in the other. 
He thought there ought to be uniformity 
in the system of assessment. 


| 

|_Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he doubted 
| whether it would be possible within the 
| scope of the present Bill to deal with the 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he had | Jarge and complicated question which 
not the least objection to the withdrawal | had ‘just been mentioned by his hon. 
of the Amendment, and the substitution | friend. There was an announcement in 





of the Amendment of the Secretary to 
the Board of Education. He agreed with 
what had been said by the right hon. 
Gentleman in support of the Amendment. 
The doctrines on which the hon. Member 
based the Amendment before the Com- 
mittee were applicable to various parts 
of the country, and were not confined to 
the case of Essex. He submitted that it 
would not be in order to foilow the line 
of argument raised by the hon. Member 
opposite on the Government Amendment, 


| the King’s Speech that legislation on 
| the subject was contemplated, but it was 
| not introduced. 

Mr. WALTER LONG said that that 
was quite true. One of the great diffi- 
culties of the local taxation question was 
| valuation and assessment, and until they 
| had dealt with valuation and _ assess- 
ment they could not approach the local 
taxation question with any degree ot 
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satisfaction or hope of a final settlement. 
As the noble Lord, however, knew, time 
did not permit of the introduction of 
many measures, and that referred to 
was one of them. 


Edweation 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(4.30.) Str JAMES WOODHOUSE 
(Huddersfield) said the object of his 
Amendment was to meet certain excep- 
tional cases which had not been provided 
for in the Bill. It was well known that 
by Act of Parliament no borough rate 
could be levied unless the borough fund 
was insufficient. He, however, under- 
stood that the President of the Local 


Government Board was prepared to | 


acecpt the Amendment, therefore he 
would say no more about it. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 24, after the word ‘rate,’ 
to insert the words ‘or a separate rate to be 
made, assessed, and levied in like manner as 
the borough rate.’ ”—(Sir James Woodhouse.) 


(Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed | 


Amendment— 


“« After the word ‘or’ to insert the words ‘ if 
no borough rate is levied.’”—(Mr. Fison.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the point 
raised undoubtedly required attention. 
There were cases where the borough 
fund had proved sufficient hitherto for 
all local purposes, yet where it might 


become exhausted unless sufficient pro- | 
As the tendency of | 
modern legislation was in the direction | 


vision were made. 


of consolidation, and not of separation, 


he would accept the Amendment as_ 


amended by his hon. friend, which 
would limit its application to those cases 
where a separate rate had not been issued 
up to the commencement of this Act. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment agreed to. 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


**In page 5, line 25, after the word ‘ district’ | 


to insert the words ‘ other than a borough.’ ”— 
(Sir James Woodhouse.) 


Mr. Walter Long. 


{COMMONS} 








Bill. 
Amendment agreed to. 
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Sir WILLIAM ANSON said after the 
| clear explanation given by his right hon. 
|friend the President of the Board of 


'Trade the Amendment he now 
[rose to move would need very 
‘little explanation from him. The 


| Amendment was an important one. 
| Its object was to provide that the educa- 
| tion expenses of an urban district should 
| not be raised out of the district rate, but 
out of the poor rate, in order to avoid 
|the exceptions to which the urban 
| district rate was liable. 
_ Amendment proposed— 
| “In paged, lines 25 and 26, to leave out the 
| words *as expenses incurred for the general 
| purposes of the Public Health Acts,’ and 
insert the words ‘in manner provided by Section 
| 33 of the Elementary Education Act, 1876, as 
| respects the expenses in that Section.’”—(Sir 
| William Anson.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be leit out stand part of the 
Ulause.” 


Mr. BRYCE drew attention to the 
fact that in this case the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite had adopted the 
objectionable practice of legislation by 
reference, which could, he submitted, in 
this case have easily been avoided. ‘The 
lines of the Section of the Act of 1876 
which it was proposed to incorporate 
were only six or seven, and it would 
have been much more convenient to the 
bodies who would have to administer the 
Bill if he had incorporated those lines 
bodily rather than to refer them to 
a separate Act. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that he 
was in general agreement with the ob- 
servations made by the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite, but he submitted 
that this was a case where the course 
taken was a desirable one, as it thus 
made it clear that the expenses were to 
be raised in the same way as under the 
| Act of 1876. 


Mr. BRYCE thought the Attorney 
| General’s remarks had not answered the 
| objection. 


| 
| Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) asked if there 
| was any necessity for the words at the 
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end. He had no legal knowledge with 
regard to it, but was it not possible that, 
if those words were left in, they might be 
considered as relating only to the expenses 
referred to in that particular section. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS thought that 
this was essentially a case where legislation 
by reference ought not to have been re- 
sorted to. It would have been a very 
simple thing to have incorporated the 
words referred to in the new Act. The 
only justification for legislating by refer- 
ence wastheundesirability of overloading 


an Act with unnecessary words. That was | 


not the case here. 


Mr. WALTER LONG admitted there 
was much in the contention of the hon. 
and learned Member who had just spoken, 
but at the same time pointed out that the 
Amendment had been considered carefully 
by those responsible, who considered this 
was the most convenient form in which 
to move it. He had, however, taken 


notice of what had been said, and would. 


consider whether it would not be advis- 
able to alter the form at another stage of 
the Bill. 


Amendment agreed to. 


*Mr. CHANNING said the Amend- 
ment he now moved had been pressed 
upon him by urban districts whose 
councils were autonomous authorities 
for the purposes of Part III., and who 
also had power to raise a penny rate for 
education other than elementary under 
Section 3. Some of these districts had 
the strongest desire to carry out a bold 
policy of providing for secondary educa- 
tion, and were willing to exercise all their 
powers and make all possible sacrifices 
for this object. But it was urged 
on behalf of the ratepayers that 
where they had paid a _ local rate 
under Section 3 the rating power of the 
County Council should be exercised in 
the district only to supplement and 
expand the secondary education within 
such a district itself, and that the 
district should not be called upon to con- 
tribute also to the general expenses of 
secondary education throughout the 
county. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 5, line 26, at end, to insert the words, 
‘(a) The County Council shall not raise any 


{13 NovemBEr 1902} 


Bill. 91) 


| sum on account of their expenses under Part LI. 
of this Act within any urban district the council 
| of which is an education authority for the 

purposes of Part III. of this Act, and which 
| has levied a rate under Section 3 of this Act for 
the purposes of education other than elementary, 

save and so far as the see ran of any such 
| county rate may be applied for the supply or 
| aid of education other than elementary within 
| suchurbandistrict ; and (b).’”—(Mr. Channing.) 


| 
| 
| Question proposed, “ That those words 


| be there inserted.” 

| 

| Mr. WALTER LONG pointed out 
that the Amendment, if accepted, 
would lead to an anomalous condition of 
things, because, while it would exempt 
Urban District Councils, the Borough 
Councils would be left untouched. The 
issue, however, was a very simple one. 
The principle of the Bill was that there 
should be concurrent powers in the 
councils of boroughs of 10,000 population 
and urban districts of 20,000 and the 
County Councils. But the intention of 
the Government had been that while 
_ those concurrent powers should be pre- 
served, every inducement should be 
| given to the County Councils, not only 
to exercise, but to exercise fully, their 
concurrent power, the aim being that the 
County Councils should be the main 
directing and _ controlling authority, 
while the local authority should have 
power, if they wished, to give special or 
extra aid to the development of educa- 
tion in their own area. Under these 
circumstances the Government could not 
‘accept an Amendment which would 
deprive County Councils of the means of 
doing that which it was hoped they 
would do. 





LorpD EDMUNDFITZMAURICEagreed 
that the Amendment wouldstrike a heavy 
blow at the idea of making the County 
Council the local education authority. 
It was true that he supported an Amend- 
ment to give certain large powers to 
the smaller boroughs, but the idea of 
/those who supported the proposal was 
| that of not depriving the small places of 
‘the powers they possessed, and at the 
same time encouraging them to exercise 
them in a subordinate capacity. The 
|present Amendment would go a great 
deal further, and practically place the 
'small authorities in a position of much 
| greater independence, and reduce the 
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County Councils to the position of sub- 
ordinate authorities. He did not think 
that was a proper thing to do, and he 
hoped his hon. friend would not press 
the Amendment. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES(Swansea, Dis- 
trict) asked what would be the position of a 
borough like that of Neath, which, under 
Clause 3, had power to levy a rate of 1d. 
_— £ for the purposes of Part II of the 

ill. 


{COMMONS} 





Could the County Council of | 
Glamorgan levy a rate of 2d. for similar | 
purposes in the area of the borough of | 
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debated at an earlier stage of the pro- 
ceedings on the Bill. These authorities 
and areas possessing certain powers were 
in existence in many cases, and in any 
reform it had always been found im- 
possible to ignore them, no matter from 
which Party in the House the reform 
proceeded. In this particular case he 
did not think Neath was in reality a 
sufferer. In one respect it was better 
off than the remainder of the district, 
because, although it might pay more for 
it, it had the power to spend money in 
its own interest and according to its own 


Neath, and the municipal corporation | inclination. 


of Neath levy another rate of 1d? 
Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said that in | 


that case, if the borough of Neath raised 
a penny rate to develop the secondary 
schools within its area, they would have 
only a very moderate control over the 
action of the County Council in regard 
to the twopenny rate. He thought that 
was hardly a sound position in which to 
leave these matters. 


Mr. WALTER LONG pointed out 
that that was thelaw at present; it was | 
not a change made by this Bill. The} 
powers in regard to secondary education | 
were concurrent in the County Council | 
and the municipal authority. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said the case | 
to which he referred was one in which | 
there was already a rating power vested | 
in the County Council for the purposes | 
of secondary education quite apart from | 
the Technical Instruction Act. In) 
Neath they had a county school, and the 
borough contributed its share of the 
halfpenny rate under the Act of 1889. 
Was it a statesmanlike proposition to 
introduce this kind of divergence between 
the people who happened to live in| 
Neath and those in, say, Briton Ferry, 
two places between which there was 
hardly any distinction to be drawn, but 
the latter of which did not come under 
Clause 3 of the Bill ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that no/| 
doubt distinctions would arise as between | 
localities which in themselves were very 
similar, but that question was fully | 


Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice. 





Mr. CHANNING recognised that, 
after the reply of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, it would be useless to press the 
Amendment. His intention, however, 
was not in any way to interfere with 
the method of control or the co-ordinat- 
ing power of the County Council as 
regarded the general work of education, 


| but simply to make an adjustment of 
| the incidence of rating as between one 


| 


district and another. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


The next Amendment, standing in the 
name of the hon. Member for the Elland 
Division of Yorkshire, was as follows :— 


“In Clause 13, page 5, line 26, at end, 
to insert ‘(a) the Council shall makean estimate 


| of the amount of their expenses under this 


Act, and exemptions under The Agricultural 
Rates Act, The Tithe Rent-Charge (Rates) 
Act, 1899, and paragraph () of sub-Section one 
of Section two hundred and eleven of The 
Public Health Act, 1875, shall not apply to so 
much of any rate as is required to raise that 
amount.’ ” 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: Of the next 
Amendment only the first line and part 
of the second line are in order. The por- 
tion providing that certain exemptions 
should not apply is not in order. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 


| Elland): May I ask why? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: It is an Amend- 


'ment of the Rating Act. 


read 


Mr. TREVELYAN: May I 
Clause 1 of the Rating Act? 


*Toe CHAIRMAN : It is no use read- 
ing that. I have already given a 
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similar ruling once or twice in the course 
of these debates. On June 30th there 


{13 Novemper 1902} 
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| Question proposed, “ That those words 
| be there inserted.”’ 


were two Amendments to exactly the | 


same effect, and I ruled them both out 
of order on the ground that they were 
Amendments, in the one case, to the 
Agricultural Rates Act, andin the other 
to th eTithe Rent-Charge Act. 


Mr TREVELYAN pointed out that 
the Agricultural Rates Act provided 
that ‘the occupier of agricultural land 
should be liable in the case of every rate 
to which this Act applies.” As under the 
present Bill a new rate was being levied, 
he submitted that they had the power 
ofsaying whether the Act applied or not. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: It is not a new 
rate, it is an increase of the existing rate. 
That is not in order. The next Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member is in order. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought the 
local authority ought to be called upon 
to give an estimate of their expenses. 
Unless some Amendment was inserted, it 
would be absolutely impossible to know 
how! the Act was working. If hon. 
Members opposite had confidence in the 
Act, it was to their interests that they 
should know what the schools were 
costing. There was at present an 
annual return made to the Board of 
Education, and it was published ; con- 
sequently they could easily find out what 
the schools were costing. They hadalso a 
system of voluntary subscriptions, but 
once they got the two systems mixed up 
it would be impossible to distinguish, 
except by very minute examination 
between the two. Consequently the 
advocates of the system would cast the 
blame for any increase in the cost of 
education upon the other. What possible 
objection could the Government have to 
making a clear and distinct estimate of 
what the expenses really were? That 
was all they wanted. He begged to move 
the Amendment standing in the name of 
his hon. friend the Member for the 
Elland Division. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 5, line 26, at end, to insert the words 
‘(a) the Council shall make an estimate of the 
amount of their expenses under this Act.’ ” 
—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


£(5.5.) Logp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 

said he thought it was the legal duty of 

the Council to present an estimate of 
_ their expenditure. 


| Mr. WALTER LONG asked >the 
Committee, inthe absence of any definite 
assurance to the contrary, not to draw a 
distinction between the work of education 
and the other work of the county. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked would it 
be necessary in the accounts to dis- 
tinguish between the provided and the 
non-provided schools. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am afraid 
Ican hardly answer a conundrum of that 
kind. I should imagine that the estimate 
would have to be a complete one, and as 
the expenditure would vary, I should 
think that any budget to be complete 
must distinguish between the two. I 
should have thought it would have been 
better to leave this to the general inter- 
pretation of the law rather than introduce 
an Amendment here. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said it was 
‘essential that they should know how 
much money was provided by the Educa- 
tion Department for the two purposes, 
which were distinct, because the manage- 
ment of one set of schools was in one 
hand and the other set in another. 
It was essential that they should ask the 
Government to impose the duty of 
showing the expenditure required for 
the existing voluntary schools and un- 
provided schools and also for the provided 
schools, otherwise the country would be 
quite in the dark as to how much the 
voluntary system cost to carry out. It 
would be necessary to see how the 
bargain now described as equitable would 
work out when it came to be tested by 
the actual facts. There was another 
matter which he desired to call the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman 
to in regard to the Amendment. They 
knew that under the present law the 
portion of the rate which was raised for 
School Board purposes was separately 
put upon the demand note. He wished 
to know whether the demand note in the 
future would distinguish as to how much 
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was required for education. 
like, it if possible, to distinguish between 
the two classes of schools. 


Sirk JOHN DORINGTON (Gloucester- 
shire, Tewkesbury) said that at the 
beginning of April in each year the 
County Council had to present a budget. 
In his county this budget was set out 
in very great detail. They knew exactly 
the amount they were going to spend 
for roads managed by themselves and 
for roads managed for them; and in 
education it would be of the greatest 
possible interest to know how much 
they were going to spend on board 
schools and how much on voluntary 
schools. At the end of the year 
it was quite certain they had to 
produce, their accounts for public in- 
spection and he could not imagine why 
they should do otherwise. This was in 
everybody’s interest. He thought the 
Amendment was entirely unnecessary. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said he wished 
to know exactly if in the Local Govern- 
ment Act of 1888 there was any absolute 
obligation placed upon the Council to 
make an estimate of the amount of their 
expenses under the Act. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) : It is imposed upon the Finance 
Committee. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said he had 
looked through the Act, and he did not 
find that any proper statutory direction 
had been given by Parliament in the 
matter. After the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon he wished 


to add the words, “distinguishing the | 
amount to be expended upon schools 


provided and schools not provided by the 
local education authority.” 


Amendment proposed to the Amend- 
ment proposed— 

‘*In line 2, after the word ‘ Act,’ to insert 
the words ‘ distinguishing the amount to be ex- 
pended upon schools provided and schools not 
provided by the local education authority.’ ”— 
(Mr. Brynmor Jones.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


{COMMONS} 
He should ; 
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Act which compelled the Council to pre. 
parea budget. There were some Clauses 
which provided for special duties larger 
than those which existed under the 
Municipal Corporations Act upon the 
Finance Committee in all these matters. 
Therefore he did not think there was 
any doubt that under the Local Govern- 
ment Act there was a clear duty on the 
part of the County Council to prepare 
a budget and proper estimates. The 
County Council wold, no doubt, 
pursue the same course in _ the 
future, but there could be no objec. 
tion to the insertion of these words. 
They were all agreed that it was right 
and necessary that the expenditure of 
the provided and the non-provided 
schools should be carefully distinguished. 
Although he did not think it was 
necessary to insert the words, it might 
be that they would conduce to the clear- 
ness of the Clause, ane he hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would consider 
the matter. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said that 
the words were obviously unnecessary. 
Under Section 74 of the Act of 1888, the 
County Council were bound to prepare an 
estimate of the expenditure for the year. 
Unnecessary words in any Act of Parlia- 
ment were objectionable, because they 
gave rise to confusion. As regarded the 
necessity of distinguishing between the ex- 
penses caused by provided and non- 
provided schools, he thought they would 
be drafting the Act in a loose and 
objectionable way if they drew special 
attention to that and left out other items 
of expenditure equally important. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said the 
whole point of this discussion lay in the 
Amendment to the Amendment. It 


| was moved on the grounds admirably 


stated by the hon. Member for Carnar- 
von. With regard to the suggestion of 
his noble friend the Member for the 
Cricklade Division, he maintained thatthe 
estimate was an entirely different thing 
from the audit. The question dealt 
with in the Amendment was not covered 
by the audit at all. He thought the 
Amendment as amended by his hon. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said | friend was one on which the sense of 
that there was possibly a direction in the | the Committee ought to be taken. 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 
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Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley) said it would be perfectly easy to 
separate the estimates for the two classes 
of schools. It would be satisfactory to 
know what additional expense was in- 
curred by the new schools. He had in 
his possession estimates of what would 
be the expenditure on the voluntary 
schools in his district. He did not think 
there would be the slightest difficulty in 
carrying out what was proposed, and, 
therefore, the Amendment to the Amend- 
ment should be inserted. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said the object 
of the Amendment would not be fully 
attained unless the estimate was not 
only made but published. He did not 
know whether or not there would be a 
legal obligation to publish it, but, at 
any rate, he supposed that any member 
of the County Council would be able to 
insist that there should be publication. 
It was very important that the people 
who paid the county rate should know 
how it was applied. He did not know 
whether on the demand note the two 
classes of schools could be distinguished, 
but. if practicable, it was desirable that 
the amount for each should be specified. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER 
Northwich) said the Act of 1888, to 
which the hon. Member for East Somer- 
set had referred, did not apply to this 
particular case. He hoped the cost of 
the two classes of schools would be 
estimated separately, and that duty 
should be provided for in the Bill. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said an appeal 
had been made to the Government to ac- 
cept the words of the Amendment because 
there might be some doubt about the 
Clause, or because they would make it 
clearer,ordonoharm. Heagreed with his 
hon. friend the Member for the Tewkes- 
bury Division that, unless it could be 
clearly shown that the words in Section 
74 of the 1888 Act were not sufficient 
for the purpose, it was undesirable and 
wrong to put in words simply because 
they might explain something to some- 


body which that somebody might not | 


{13 NovemBer 1902} 
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otherwise know. The 1888 Act was 
perfectly clear so far as estimates were 
concerned, and, therefore, the existing 
law was sufficient. The question raised 
by the hon. Member for North Mon- 
mouthshire as to the character of the 
demand note was a somewhat different 
one. It would not be possible to en- 
force conditions in regard to the char- 
acter of the demand note by the 
Amendment under consideration. All 


| the Committee had now to consider was 


whether, having various duties to per- 
form and large expenses to incur, the 
County Council should, in respect of 
one particular detail of expenditure, 
have laid on them a separate duty which 
was not laid upon them with regard to 
the whole of the rest of their financial 
duties. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it was 
true that by the Act of 1888 the County 
Council was bound to prepare an esti- 
mate of the expenditure for the year, 
but they were not bound to distinguish 
between provided and_ non - provided 
schools. In the preparation of their 
budget all they would have to say 
would be that the estimate, in respect 
of education for the county was say 
£5,000, and once they had done that 
they would have exhausted their function 
under the Section, but they were not 
bound to say that £10,000 would be 
for voluntary schools and £5,000 for 
provided schools. They wanted to know 
what these two separate systems were 
to cost. He thought it rather signifi- 
cant that the Government were not 
prepared to accept an Amendment that 
would allow the ratepayers to get at 
the secret of what they were paying in 
respect of particular schools. 


Question, ‘That those words be there 
inserted in the proposed Amendment,” 
put, and agreed to. 


(5.28.) Question put, “That those 
words, as amended, be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 127 ; 
(Division List No. 504.) 


AYES. 


Allen,CharlesP,(Glouc. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair ; 


Allan, SirWilliam(Gateshead) | Atherley-Jones, L. 
y 


Barlow, John Emmott 
Buarran, Roland Hirst | 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 
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Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Svdney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJ ohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon.Sir E.(Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
3alearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W (Leeds 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
signold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

sutcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J A(Glasgow 
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tae gy Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
tickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 

| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 





Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Runciman, Walter 


NOES. 


| Carew, James Laurence 

| Carlile, William Walter 

| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
| Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 

| Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 

| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
| Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
| 


Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. | 


Chapman, Edward 
| Clare, Octavius Leigh 
| Clive, Captain Perey A. 
| Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
| Coghill, Douglas Harry 
| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
| Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
| Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
| Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
| Cust, Henry John C. 
| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
| Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
| Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
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Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Kadcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E. 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Thomas,J A (Glamorgan.Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk. Mid. 
Wilson,'Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ. T( Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Brynmor Jones and 
Mr. Trevelyan. 





Dorington,Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 

Duke, Henry Edward 

Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam Hart 

| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 

| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 

| Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 

| Fardell, Sir T. George 

| Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 

| Fergusson, Rt.Hn. SirJ.(Mane'r 

| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 

| Finch, George H. 

| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

| Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 

Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

| Flower, Ernest 

| Forster, Henry “Villiam 

| Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S.W 

| Gardner, Ernest 

| Garfit, William 

| Gibbs, Hn. A.G, H. (Cityof Lond. 

| Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 

| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 

| Goschen, Hon. George Joachim: 

| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


| 
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Gray, Ernest, (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW. (B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilto 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 





(5.40.) Mr. TREVELYAN said that the 
omission of sub-Nection () of this Clause, 
which he proposed to move, raised a 
very important point in rating. He 
thought that the fact that the hon. 
Member for East Somerset had got an 
Amendment on the Paper which would 
partly effect what he proposed to do, was 
sufficient evidence of its importance. The 
sub-Section permitted t he County Council 
to saddle different parts of the county 
with separate charges for technical and 
secondary education, but the etfect of his 
proposal to omit the sub-Section would 
be that all the expenses of higher educa- 
tion in the county would tall on the 
county rate. Many hon. Members had 
a great deal in common with part of the 


Cal. | oURTH SERIES. | 


VOL. 


speech of the hon. Member for Stretford 
when that hon. Gentleman said that 
they could not have anything more un- 
fair than putting a national service on a 
small locality. What they expected from 
this Bill was that the County Councils 
and the local authorities were to be 
actuated by a large and energetic 
policy in providing secondary education 
throughout the county. He thought 
that they ought to do everything they 
could to induce the County Councils to 
adopt not merely a sectional scheme 
of building schools and providing second- 
ary education, but soto lay out the 
counties educationally as to have them 
available to everyone—that was to say, 
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to afford the same opportunity to every- 
one in the county to obta'n the same 
quality of teaching. As things stood at 
present, secondary schools were scattered 
over the different counties under no 


system, as the result of private enterprise | 


or the historical chance of the pious 
founder. What was wanted was a regular 
system by which secondary education of 
an advanced kind should be available for 
every child in all parts of the county. 


He was afraid that the Government | 
proposal to allow the county authority | 
to put the rate for secondary education, | 


if they pleased, upon the special localities 


which would be served by the secondary | 


schools, was likely to perpetuate a 
sectional and parochial way of dealing 
with secondary education in the different 
counties. Every poor district would 
naturally resist having a secondary 
school if the policy was adopted of mak- 
ing the locality pay for the secondary 
rate. What was likely to happen in 
many counties was something of this 
kind; supposing a large part of the 
county was agricultural, and the other 
part urban, in the urban districts there 
would bea keenness about technical and 
secondary education; whereas in the 
agricultural districts there would be no 
enthusiasm at all. It was clear that, if 
the latitude at present given in the Bill 
was retained, it would be extremely 
likely that the policy that the County 


Council would adopt would be to let the | 


urban districts rate themselves for 
secondary education, leaving the agri- 
cultural districts without any secondary 
schools at all. He wished to ask whether 


that was the policy which the Committee | 


had in its mind in connection with the 
Bill. He did not think it was. He 
thought the policy enunciated by the 
Government was the systematic provision 
of secondary schools throughout the 
country, and he was afraid that the 
proposal of the Government would be to 
induce counties to adopt a_ sectional 


system where there waslittle enthusiasm | 


about secondary education, with the 
result that large parts of the country 
would be left without any secondary 
education at all. There was a practical 
difficulty of a rather serious kind which 
applied equally to the proposal of the 
Government and to the Amendment of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 


Mr. Trevelyan. 
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j\lay down what the boundaries of a 


(district should be for the purposes of 


‘elementary education, as schools would 
have to be provided everywhere for all 
‘children, but in the case of secondary 
‘education, where there was no compul- 
sion, the area from which any secondary 
school would draw the children attend- 
ing it would vary very much with 
‘its excellence. If at one period the 
master of the school was a bad master, 
it would be extremely likely that that 
school would only draw the children 
from its immediate neighbourhood, but 
if a better master were appointed the 
school would immediately begin to supply 
‘instruction to a much wider area. A 
very difficult practical problem would 
face any County Council that tried to 
put into operation any such Clause as 
was now proposed, from the very fact 
that it weuld not be able to limit the 
sphere of any particular school. There- 
fore, because it was a difficult proposal to 
work, and, above all, because it dictated 
the wrong policy to the County Councils, 
who ought to have a general policy for 
secondary education, and ought not to 
have the option of leaving any part of 
the county out of the scheme, he hoped 
the sub-Section would be dropped. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, toleave out sub-Section (q) 
(Mr Trevelyan.) 


Question proposed, “ That sub-Section 
(a) stand part of the Clause.”’ 


Mr. WALTER LONG aid that the 
Government, in inserting the sub-Section, 
were animated by precisely the same 
reasons which had been given by the right 
hon. Gentleman as a justification for his 
Amendment. The hon. Gentleman said 
that the sub-Section would limit the 
power of the new local authorities in 
regard to secondary education and that 
it would retard their efforts in the right 
direction. He could not agree with the 
hon. Gentleman. There were a great 
many counties in Great Britain in 
which the population, conditions of life, 
;and general circumstances varied enor- 
'mously as between different parts of 
‘each county. The hon. Gentleman could 
|not have had a very great experience of 





It was very easy to 
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County Council administration if he did; Mr. WALTER LONG said there was 
not know that one of the greatest diffi-| a very wide distinction between sub- 
culties which County Councillors who | Section (a) and sub-Sections (c) and (d). 
favoured a progressive policy would have | Sub-Section (a) dealt with future 
to meet would be the difficulty of those | administration, whereas the other sub- 
who would participate very slightly in | Sections dealt with the existing condition 
the advantages of the new institutions, of things. 

and who would be constantly urging that | 


they ought not to be calledupon to pay for | *Sm CHARLES DILKE said that the 
them. The hon. Gentleman appeared to | sub-Sections dealt partly with both. 
think that the sub-Section imposed an| What he wished to point out was that 
absolute duty on the County Councils, | sub-Section (a) was the first sub-Section 
whereas all it did was to give the County | which raised the question of treating 
Councils, if they thoughtfit, in the interests | different parts of a county differently. A 
of higher education, power to establish | great many hon. Members objected to 
particular schools in particular areas, | the larger areas, and would have preferred 
charging those areas for them. It would | smaller areas ; but that was now past ; 
not prevent or interfere with the adoption | and, looking at the Bill as it stood, many 
of a general policy applicable to the whole | hon. Members thought that there ought 
county where that was thought desir- to be a uniform charge over the whole 
able, and it did not prevent the adoption | county. If the sub-Section were to pass, 
of a policy applicable to two-thirds of | he thought it would require some Amend- 
the county and another policy applicable | ment ; and he would propose to put in 
to the remaining third. It should be | words of limitation after the word “ fit,” 
remembered that, although a school was because otherwise the sub-Section might 
specially charged on the part of a county, be worked in such a way as to create 
there was nothing in the sub-Section to | great injustice without anything being 
prevent what the hon. Gentleman desired, | known about it. They had no fixed 
namely, the right of an individual pupil | principle up to the present time in regard 
to attend a particular school which he or! to the areas for either elementary or 


his parents thought more suitable. He secondary education. They varied in 
believed that the sub-Section was a most "size in an almost incredible manner with- 


valuable extension of the County Councils; out any reason. It was a mere accident 


that it would strengthen and not weaken | ynder the Act of 1870 that the areas were 
their hands, and enable them, in certain enormous in some places and quite small 
circumstances, where they thought it desir- | in others. In the present Bill, he thought 
able, to rate a special area for a particular | they ought to look at the general interests 
school > whereas, if they did not think it } of the county as a whole, and treat the 
desirable the Act would enable them toadopt charge as a county charge ; and with that 
theother alternative. Hethought that was view strike out sub-Sections (a) (c) and 
a power which the County Council would | (¢) which were inconsistent with that 
find useful in certain cases, and the principle. 

Government thought it desirable to leave 
to the County Council discretion as to | 
which of the two alternatives they should 
adopt. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) said that the right hon. 
/ Gentleman the President of the Board 

*Sin CHARLES DILKE said that the f Trade stated that the Government 
right hon. Gentleman had confined him- Pt down the Clause with the same 
self strictly to looking at localisation as it Object his hon. friend had, namely, 
was effected by sub-Section (a); but it t encourage secondary education. But 
ran through the whole Clause. The sub-| be was afraid that there was a great 
Section raised the general principle as to ‘eal of truth in what the right hon. 
whether they ought to look at the matter Gentleman said—that a great many 
as a county matter or whether they County Councils would be by no means 
ouglit to have different rates for different ®Xi0us to carry out the Act in its 
parts of the county, each part of the @ntrety. 
county being charged in accordance with | 
the benefits it formerly, but no longer, Mr. WALTER LONG said he did not 
received. | state that. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he 
understood that the argument of the right 
hon. Gentleman was that some of the 
County Councils would be by no means 
anxious to carry out the Act. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that what 
he stated was that many County Coun- 
cillors anxious to adopt a ‘progressive 
policy would find a great difficulty in 
connection with districts which would 
derive no benefit from that policy, and 
would object to pay for it. In such 
cases, the County Council would be able 
to localise the expenditure, and the hon. 
Gentleman knew that that was fre- 
quently done. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that ifthe 
proposal were carried out, the consent of 
the locality would be required for the 
extra rate. What he feared from the 
proposal, if carried, was that it would lay 
down the principle, which would be acted 
upon by all County Councils, that there 
was to be an extra charge thrown on 
the locality. It was because he had this 
fear that he should vote for the Amend- 
ment. If these words were left in, there 
would be not only the objection of a 
particular County Council to the adop- 
tion of the first part of the Act, but 
there would be the additional opposition 
of a particular locality owing to this 
charge being thrown upon them. 


(6.5.) Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said 
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and before the sub-Section was finally 
passed he should be glad to see some 
words inserted with that object. 


Mr. EMMOTT said the real 
case against this sub-Section wag 
that put forward by the right hon. 
Baronet-—that the areas chosen by this 
Bill were by no means the best that 
might have been chosen for the purposes 
of education. Some were too large and 
some were too small. The effect of the 
words in the Bill was to make a strong 
and distinct suggestion to the local 
education authority that they should 
differentiate in regard to the expenses 
of their secondary schools. In the 
Welsh Act, as to the working of which 
a good deal had been said, there was no 
provision of this kind, nor was any 
differentiation made in any particular. 
It seemed to him quite impossible to decide 
on what parishes the expenses should be 
charged, because, when a new school was 
built, the scholars attending it would 
come from various districts. Oldham, 
|for instance, drew the scholars for its 
technical school from four counties, and 
‘how in a case of that kind was it possible 
to say from where the scholars would 
come, and what would be the expense to 
_be charged? In his opinion the tendency 
of this sub-Clause would be to encourage 
local squabbles, and infinitely less harm 
would be done by leaving it out alto- 
gether. He should therefore support 
‘the Amendment. 


he agreed, to a large extent, with what | 


had fallen from the hon. 
for Poplar. He should he sorry to see 
anything done in the direction of en- 
couraging County Councils to work the 


Member | 


_ *$ir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) said 
_ he was strongly in favour of the Clause, 
| which was a facilitating Clause of the 


| greatest value. When they came to deal 





secondary part of this Act in a sectional | with such a condition of things as they 
manner. But this sub-Section was really | found in Yorkshire, where on the one 
a re-enactment of the existing law relat-| hand there was a great manufacturing 
ing to technical instruction. The power | district in the South and on the other 
had not been extensively used, but it had | there was one of our most valuable 
been used when rural distrits had come | agricultural districts in the North, 
to the County Council and offered| he did not think justice would b 
to contribute towards a_ technical| done to the latter unless something 
school if the County Council would) was done upon the lines of this sub- 
erect it in their district. He thought | Section. There wasthe greatest difficulty 
the hon. Member for Elland should) at the present time in obtaining any 
not persist in his Amendment to/ outlay of money in remote parts where 
strike out the sub-Clause altogether. |such an outlay was urgently required, 
It was most important that the | and he felt sure that a provision of this 
area of higher education should; kind would be of the greatest service 
be kept as wide and large as possible,|in such an instance as he had given. 
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*Mr. BARRAN (Leeds, N.) said he | which they in Yorkshire felt so strongly 
supported this Amendment. It seemed |—the competition of other countries 
to him the first part of the Bill in which | which had more of a national, and less 
they came into direct contact with the of a local system of education than 





question of the foreign competition which | 
they had to meet in regard to education. | 
It seemed to him that already in the Bill | 
they had taken too narrow a view of | 
secondary education. He would be glad 
if they were to treat it more on a/ 
national ground, and if a larger propor- | 
tion of the expense for our secondary | 
education were to be defrayed by the, 
nation, as was the case in many of the. 
competing countries. He thought it | 
would be very unfortunate if, instead | 
of making it more a national question, | 
they brought it down to be less than a 
county question. In Yorkshire, if they | 
were to have effective secondary schools 
they must have them in the great centres, 
and it would be practically impossible to 
locate the cost of them on different dis- 
tricts. The scholars would not come only 
from one district, and they would not 
return from the school only to one dis- 
trict. It would be a great waste of 
money and of energy if secondary schools 
were established in small centres for. 
narrow requirements. That would 
necessitate an unnecessary and wasteful 
number of schools. The difficulty of, 
getting these schools provided would be 
aggravated if there was a fear that some 
particular district was going to be rated 
for a school from which it would not 
receive the whole benefit. It was to the 
advantage of the county, and also to the 
advantage of the country, that they 
should try to draw the scholars for these 
secondary schools from the whole of the 
elementary schools of the county, and 
that the effect should be felt by their 
distributing themselves over the whole | 
county. It was alwaysa difficulty inour | 
great cities to get rid of the feeling of | 
jealousy between ward and ward ; and 
the same difficulty would be experienced | 
in greater force in the counties if 
they had to face opposition not only | 
from one district but many districts. | 
By compelling the whole county to take | 
a broad view of the matter, and to) 
concentrate their schools in the most) 


existed in England. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY, after con- 
gratulating the hon. Member on his 
maiden speech, pointed out that this 
was a purely permissive provision, to be 
used only in exceptional circumstances. 
In normal conditions, secondary 
education would be a county charge ; 
but there might be special cases where 
without this power of differentiation 
the Gounty Council would be prevented 
from supplying the special want of a 
particular locality. In some cases, a 
particular part of a county had a special 
want. Without such a power as was 
here proposed, the County Council 
might very well hesitate to provide for 
that special want, because it would 
involve throwing upon the rest of the 
county an expenditure by which it did 
not in any way benefit. This power, 
however, would prevent the infliction 
of any such injustice. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE admitted that 
in some cases it might be desirable there 
should be a power of differentiation, 
but he thought it ought to be confined 
to capital expenditure. Underthe Welsh 
Intermediate Education Act, a common 
rate was levied over the whole county for 
the maintenance of the schools. In that 
there was no power of discrimination, 
but there was a certain amount of 
discrimination allowed in regard to 
capital expenditure. Where a school 
had to be built the County Council 
called upon the locality to contribute 
something like one half of the ex- 
penditure. A secondary or technical 
school added to the status and position 

f the particular town, and even 
improved the value of property therein, 
and upon the principle of betterment 
the town ought to contribute a larger 
share of the capital expenditure than 
was placed on the county at large. The 
experience in Wales was that the scholars 





; ang : | were not drawneven proportionatelyfrom 
convenient localities, irrespective of the | ¢}etown in which the school was situated. 
requirements and wishes of particular Every inducement ought to be given 
districts, they would best help in meeting | to have a certain number of good sehools 
that competition in secondary education | in a district rather than a multiplication 
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Parliamentary Division in England 
which was rated right through for the 
purposes of technical and _ secondary 
education. That had been done under 
the powers of the Technical Instruction 
Act. By an arrangement between the 
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of small and bad ones, and the power of 
placing part of the capital expenditure 
on the town would work in that direc- 
tion. Every county in Wales provided 
travelling scholarships, and it would be 
very unfair to cast upon the towns any 
portion of the maintenance, because, | Wiltshire County Council and a'l the Ur- 
so far from getting any advantage, the | banand Rural District Councils, a county 
burden of the cost of the travelling | rate was levied with the consent of all con- 
scholarships fell on each district equally, | cerned, and as a result they had succeeded 
and there was a levelling up in those in building a set of very good secondary 
cases. If this power of levying special | and technical schools, covering the whole 
contributions was limited to capital|of the district. Without this power 
expenditure, he thought it would meet | those schools would not have been in 
the views of the majority of the Com- | existence, They had not, however, levied 





mittee. 


Sir JAMES FERGUSSON  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) said that in some counties 
such a power as was given under this 
sub-Section would be altogether unneces- 
sary, but there were other counties in 


which it would be eminently useful. In| 


his own county there were strictly 
defined districts, each containing a large 
town, and in that town there was pro- 


vided an excellent secondary school, | 


which was resorted to by the children of 


the parishes in that particular division. | 


Grants were made by the County 
Council to the districts according to their 
requirements. There was a clear advan- 
tage in the possession of such a power, 
and he should vote for it. 


Lorp EDMUND  FITZMAURICE 
hoped the Government would see their 
way to accept the Amendment. He 
desired to associate himself with the 
Attorney General in congratulating 
the hon. Member for North Leeds on 
his maiden speech, and to express the 
hope, which he was sure was shared 
by all the Committee, that it was 
but the first of many admirable con- 
tributions to the debates of the House. 
As to the question before the Committee, 
he was not able to agree to some of the 
arguments which had been advanced. 
He knew from actual experience the 
excellent results which had been achieved 
in a backward county through the 
existence of this power of differentiation. 
After all, this power was only the con- 


| the rate for ordinary annual maintenance, 
| but to cover expenditure on buildings, 
and expensive apparatus for physical and 
| chemical laboratories, and matters of that 
| sort. That being so, he hoped the Com- 
mittee would succeed in coming to an 
|agreement on the point, and that the 
Government would agree to an Amend- 
ment limiting this provision to capital 
/expenditure. It would be a very great 
'mistake to enable a differential rate to 
be levied for that purpose. He might 
remind the Committee that under the 
Act of 1891, in regard to main roads it 
was agreed to distribute. expenditure in 
| certain proportions amongst all the Coun- 
cils concerned when it was necessary to 
undertake any extensive work. 


(6.30.) Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said 
this was not in any sense a Party 
question, and the‘ line laid down by 
|his noble friend who had just spoken 
land the right hon. Member for East 
|Somerset was one which the Com- 
| mittee would be wise in adopting. It 
_had been assumed that differentiation 
| could only take place by means of rating, 
but it was possible to give considerable 


‘compensation to the rural districts by 
| giving, as was done in a large number of 
eases, bursaries and scholarships, and 
| paying the cost of the travelling of the 
scholars to the towns where the schools 
|existed. The system of giving help by 
| way of capital expenditure to the towns 
| which worked the school had proved an 
| admirable one, but it would only increase 
‘the complexity of county accounts if the 
| principle put forward by the Government 


| at 
| were adopted in this case. 





tinuation of one that already existed. | 
The hon. Member for North Wiltshire} Sir JOHN DORINGTON said he did 
had recently stated that he was in the | not see why County Councils should be 
proud position of representing the only | deprived of the liberty which he thought 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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might sometimes be usefully exercised. 
Generally, he thought, the special rate 
should be limited to capital expenditure, 
but there might be circumstances in 
which it might be very desirable that the 
county, as a whole, should not be so 
charged. They might leave that to the 
County Councils in their discretion. He 
strongly advocated the greatest possible 
liberty in regard to this matter. He 
knew a case in which, if they had had the 
power under the Technical Education 
Act to raise a special rate, they would 
have founded a very desirable school to 
the great satisfaction of the locality. He 
said ‘Why did you not levy your own 
rate?” and they replied “ We dare not do 
it, but you can.” He said “ Yes, you 
ask me to levy a rate on the whole 
county for your benefit. If I could levy 
a special rate for your district, I should 
be willing to do so.” They were afraid 
of their own ratepayers in their own 
special district, and suggested that if he 
had power he should levy a special rate 
for them. Whether in that case main- 
tenance would be provided as well would 
be a matter of consideration. 


Mr. TREVELYAN asked whether the 
Government would assent to the insertion 
of words limiting the power of differentia- 
tion to capital expenditure. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No. 


Mr. WHARTON said he wished to 
suggest what might possibly be the result 
of this proposal. Suppose they had a 
very excellent school with good appliances, 
and the principal object was to encourage 
the study of engineering, and this school 
involved a large expenditure of capital. 
If the maintenance of that school was to 
be distributed over the whole county, 
would it not be rather hard that a school 
instituted for the benefit of one corner of 
the county should be paid for by the 
whole county ? The result of this pro- 
posal would be that many very excellent 
schools would not be maintained. In the 
county of Northumberland four-fifths of | 
the county was devoted to agriculture, 
and the other one-fifth constituted a very 
wealthy mining district. Was it suggested | 
that the other four-fifths of the county of | 
Northumberland should be mulcted to. 
keep up an excellent technical school for 
the benefit of the rich mining centre | 
which existed in the other one-fifth of the 
county ? He hoped the Committee would 


trust the County Councils in this matter. | 
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Mr. BRYCE said the answer to the 
argument of the right hon. Gentleman 
| Opposite was that these schools were for 
| the benefit of the whole county, and not 

simply for the mining part. The stu- 
dents would resort to those schools from 
all parts of the county. If the right hon. 
Gentleman would only read the Report of 
_the Commission on Secondary Education 
he would see that one of the things which 
they considered was most needed in the 
English counties was the establishment of 
central schools for the whole county, and 
if such schools were properly organised and 
placed, they would be very valuable 
indeed to every part of the county. It 
was clear that, as the county as a whole 
would derive the benefit, the county ought 
to pay. He thought the Amendment of 
‘his hon. friend the Member for East 
Somerset rested upon a sound foundation. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said 
that in Northumberland the agricultural 
class were the very people who would be 
most likely to use the schools founded 
by the County Council. Furthermore, 
the distinction between the poor four- 
fifths and the rich one-fifth was really a 
good instance of the way in which the 
wealthy portions of the county would be 
able to help the poor portion. There was 


‘| very little reason to suppose that in the 


wealthy portion of the county the schools 
would be devoted to mining only, for no 
doubt many other subjects would be 
taught. The boys and girls who used the 
technical and secondary schools would be 
drawn from all over the counties, and it 
was impossible to cut up the counties of 
England into separate industries as would 
be necessary under this Clause. His hon, 
friend the Member for Carnarvon 
Boroughs said he thought the reason why 
they ought to suppress their opinions 
upon this question was that the majority 
of the Committee were against them. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: No, no; I 
never said that. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said that all the 
Commissions which had sat upon this 
question had urged that education was a 
national and not a parochial interest, and 
he heartily endorsed the speech made by 
his hon. friend the Member for North 
Leeds. He hoped the Government would 
see their way to accept the modifications 
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suggested by the right hon. Member for | 
East Somerset and limit this proposal to | 


capital expenditure only. 


Question put and agreed to. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE, in moving the 
next Amendment, said the danger of 
sub-Section (4) as it stood was that 
considerable injustice might be done 
under it without the knowledge of the 
locality. He thought what was being 
done should be in the knowledge of the 
locality. 


Amendment proposed— 


_ “In page 5, line 27, after the word ‘fit,’ to 
insert the words ‘subject to notice to the 
minor local authority.” —(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the words 
proposed by the right hon. Baronet 
might have a more extended meaning 
than appeared on the face of them. He 
would consider between now and the 
Report Stage whether the words should 
be introduced. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. BRYCE said he desired to move 
the Amendment which stood on the 
Paper in the name of the right hon. 
Member for East Somersetshire, who 
did not intended to propose it himself. 
Many hon. Members thought when they 
saw it on the Paper that it was an 
excellent Amendment. It was to insert 
in page 5, line 29, after “ elementary,” 
the words “and in respect of capital 
expenditure.” He thought it could be 
defended very clearly on the grounds 
indicated in the debate on the previous 
Amendment. There was a fast 


between capital expenditure and 


maintenance expenditure. Where capital | 


expenditure was for the erection of a 


{COMMONS} 


line | 
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school for the service of the place selected 
the charge should be borne by that 
place, but where a school was erected by 
the county authority to serve all parts of 


the county he thought the charge should 
be borne by the county as a whole. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 5, line 29, after the word ‘ele. 
mentary, to insert the words ‘and in respect 
of capital expenditure.’”—(Mr. Bryce.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the objec- 
tion the Government took to this Amend- 
ment was exactly the same as that which 
they took to the previous Amendment. 
They did not compel the County Council 
to exercise power in this direction. The 
sub-Section was not mandatory, but gave 
discretionary power to the County Council 
which they could exercise if they believed 
it would be in the interest of the educa- 
tion of the county. In the cases referred 
to by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Aberdeen, where 
schools were provided for the benefit of 


‘the whole county, the County Council 


would undoubtedly, under the powers 
they had in the Act, be able to rate the 
whole area, but there might be cases in 
which schools of a special character were 
required in a particular part of the county 
for the advantage of the local industries, 
and if in such cases the whole area were 
rated either in respect of capital or main- 
tenance expenditure there would be op- 
position raised to the scheme. The ex- 
perience of hisright hon. friendthe Member 
for the Tewkesbury Division, who was 
Chairman of the Gloucestershire County 
Council, testified to the truth of what he 
was now saying. The Government could 
not assent to the Amendment. 


(6.53.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 122; 
Noes, 223. (Division List No. 505). 


AYES. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead | Bell, Richard 


Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud | Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


Mr. Runciman. 


Brigg, John 


Burt, Thomas 


Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 
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Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan | 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | M‘Crae, George 


Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphrey--Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJoseph F.(Accrington | 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John } 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
dain, Colonel James Robert | 
Balear:es, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) | 
Baltour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds | 
Barry,Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwoud, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bullard, Sir Har 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautiey, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 








| Newnes, Sir George 


| Rickett, J. Compton 


| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


| Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
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| Levy, Maurice | Shipman, Dr. John G. 
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Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
| Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Althur Wellesley 
| Soares, Ernest J. 
M‘Kenna. Reginald Stevenson, Francis S. 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Markham, Arthur Basil Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Mather, Sir William Tennant, Harold John 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E. ) 
Moss, Samuel Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,F. Freeman- (Hastings 
| Thomson, F. W. (York, W_R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George(York,W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas {Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson,;Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
| Wilson, John (Darham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T.( Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
| Logan, John William 


Norman, Heory 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reid,Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 


toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


tobson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shackleton, David James | 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


NOES. 


Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(City of Lond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
| Godson,SirAugustusF: ederick 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Gouloing, Edward Alfred 
| Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf'rd 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A.(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond | Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield | Hogg, Lindsay 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon | Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohnE. | Hoult, Joseph 

Doughty, George | Howard,John(Kent,Fav’rsh’m 
Duke, Henry Edward | Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Egerton, Hon. A de Tatton | Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W) | Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George | Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Fellowes, Hon.Ailwyn Edward | Jessel, CaptainHerbert Merton 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn,SirJ.(Mane’r | Kemp, George 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | Kennaway,Kt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Finch, George H. Kennedy, Patrick James 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Kimber, Henry 

Fisher, William Hayes Kivg, Sir Henry Seymour 
Fison, Frederick William | Knowles, Lees 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon ; Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
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Lawrence,SirJ oseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Lee,ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, General Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. HnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway,N. 
O’Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Ear] 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Gu 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sas-oon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(I[sleot Wight 
Sharpe, Williain Edward T. 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smitb,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
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Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chicheste~) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Uniy, 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thompson,DrEC (Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M, 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E.H(Sheffi’id 
Walrond, Rt Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und-Lyne 
Williams, RtHn J Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley. Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndbam, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said he wished | be to leave a load of debt on these educa- 


to move the omission of sub-Sections | tional localities in the future. 
tained that there was no ground why 


(c) and (d). 


He believed that some of | 


He main- 








his friends attached great importance to 
the excision of sub-Section (c),particularly 
on the ground that, in their opinion, it 
promoted the policy of denominational 
schools as against provided schools. He 
knew that Nonconformists entertained 
that feeling very strongly. His own 
ground for the excision of sub-Sections 
(c)and(d) was that which had been 
held against sub-Section (a). He objected 
very strongly to the localisation of rating 
parish by purish when the whole 
control had been given to the county 
authority. Under the scheme of the 
Clause they might have a rate of ls. 4d 
in some parishes against 4d. in other 
parishes. Special provision was made by 
the House four years ago for the poorest 
or necessitous school districts, and that 
provision would be affected by this Clause 
in a curious way. The Act making 
the grants to the necessitous school 
districts would be virtually repealed by the 
Clause as proposed, and the result would 








these parishes should be punished for 
what was no fault of their own. 
Exceptionally hard cases would also arise 
under these sub-Sections. For instance, 
where two parishes had been linked 
together by the Board of Education for 
the purpose of forming a sufficiently 
large area for educational rating pur- 
poses, one of these parishes might be laid 
under a special charge while it received 
no benefit from it whatever. That 
was entirely contrary to the principle 
of the Bill; and the only way to 
get rid of this unequal treatment was 
by making a charge over the whole 
county instead of on parish by parish. 
The operation of sub-Sections (c) and (d) 
would, in many parishes be regarded as 
an injustice, and would add to the un- 
popularity of the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘“«In page 5, line 35, to leave out the words 
from the word ‘part,’ to the end of line 44. 
—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 
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Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘and the County Council’ stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was 
evident that the Government could not 
accept so very revolutionary a change as 
that —— by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. at he wished was to throw upon 
the county at large all the cost now 
borne by special localities in respect to 
their board schools or in respect to 
schools which private liberality had given 
to the community. He could not believe 
that that would be a tolerable thing 
fora moment. The right hon. Gentleman 
argued that cases of injustice would 
happen in certain rural parishes. That 
might be, and on the face of it it might 
seem not very equitable, but that was not 
a system which would be encouraged by 
this Bill. On the contrary, the Bill pro- 
vided that in thefuture the County Council 
was only to levy a special rate upon the 
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better forwarded by schools provided by 
the local authority than by denomina- 
tional schools. In the second place, 
and this argument was equally 
strong, by imposing the cost of new 
chooks on the parish itself, they directly 
discouraged the improvement of the 
educational equipment of the county. 
The great reason always put forward for 
establishing a voluntary school was that 
it would save a parochial rate, and if new 
buildings or efficient buildings were 
required in a particular district which 
the County Councils would be compelled 
to charge upon the rates, there would 
always be the greatest opposition to 
them. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) said this was a_ sub- 
Section which could not be allowed to 
pass without further protest. It had 
to be read in conjunction with Clauses 
9 and 10, which, according to the 
First Lord of the Treasury, had been 








district served by the school, and he 
thought that the particular cases of hard- 
ship to which the right hon. Gentleman re- 
ferred should in no way prejudice the Com- 
mittee against keeping these sub-Sections. 
The right hon. Gentleman had argued 
that the necessity of charging the major 
part of the cost upon the locality would 


put into the Bill to remove the Nonconfor- 
mist grievance. No authority was likely 
to put Clauses 9 and 10 into force except 
under the most extraordinary conditions. 
It was obvious that the County Council 
would hestitate long before they decided 
to erect a new school in a parish, the 





prove a great discouragement to the 
locality in building schools ; but if the 
sub-Section had any effect at all he thought 
it would have an effect precisely the other 
way. What he wished,to say was thatat the 
present time they could not really defend 
in the House the equity of distributing 
over the whole county, not only the 
maintenance charge, but the capital ex- 
penditure to which some districts were 
liable and others were not liable. With 
regard to School Board areas, at all events 
they would be benefited by the Bill. 
Their burdens were being lightened, and 
he thought that ought not to be accom- 
panied by an immense imposition upon 
districts of the county which at present 
had no education rate to bear at all. He 
huped the Amendment would not be 
pressed. 





Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire) opposed the retention of this 
sub-Section on groundsnot precisely similar 
to those advanced by the right hon. 
Baronet. He opposed it for two reasons. 
In the first place he was convinced that 
the education of the country would be 








whole burden of the cost of which was to 
be put upon the parish. Certain persons 
in the parish would at once take advan- 
tage of the appeal to the Education 
Department and ask them to consider the 
matter, and those in favour of opening a 
denominational school as a day school 
would receive the support of the Board. 
He further pointed out that by reducing 
the period for the repayment of loans the 
Bill made it more difficult for the County 
Council to impose on parishes the cost 
involved in the erection of new schools. 
He should support the Amendment. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS thought the 


sub-Section of such importance that it 
deserved far more consideration than it 
had received. 
given to it, the Committee would see how 
deeply this Clause cut into the very 
foundations of the system now being set 
up. A good deal had been heard as to 
whether it would not be better to leave 
this matter to the discretion of the 
County | 
proposed to compel the County Councils 
to charge all the expense incurred by 


If that consideration was 


Councils, but now it was 
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them both in providing new schools and 
in extending old schools to the particular 
parish. It was hardly necessary to argue 
in favour of the relief of small and needy 
parishes at the expense of the important 
commercial centres of the county. He 
failed to understand the distinction drawn 
by the Leader of the House between the 
equity of distributing the cost of main- 
tenance over the whole county and that 
of distributing the capital expenditure 
over the whole county. In his opinion 
it would be far more equitable to put 


the maintenance on the particular parish | 


rather than the capital charge. The 
practical effect on the education of a 
particular parish if this sub-Section was 
allowed to pass would be to raise the non- 
ratepaying people of the parish up in 
arms, and they would naturally say “ We 
will put up with the schools we have 
rather than bear this charge.” 


It being half-past seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again this evening. 

EVENING SITTING. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
I Le 

Considered in Committee, 


(In the Committee). 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair]. 


Clause 13 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


**In page 5, line 35, to leave out the words | 


from the word ‘ Part,’ to the end of line 44.” 
—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question again proposed — 


‘That the words ‘and the County Council a 


| (9.13) Question put— 
(9.3) Mr.SAMUEL EVANS in resuming | 
said the original intention of the Govern-, | 


stand part of the Clause.” 
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the parishes, but, becoming frightened, they 
had introduced certain limitations. He 
objected to the Amendment in the interests 
of education, for he believed the Govern- 
ment were putting a premium on inefficient 
education and on denominational schools, 
because they were inviting the small 
parishes to object to the provision of new 
schools and the improvement of old 
schools. The result would be that there 
would be a great display of energy on 
the part of those who were in favour 
of a diminution in the rates of the 
locality, to prevent the County Councils 
substituting efficient for inefficient schools. 





| 

| Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
| no one would contend that the scheme 
| of the sub-Section was perfect, and any 


'scheme of this nature must always be 
| open to criticism. He thought that the 
| poorer parishes would suffer under this 
| provision, and he certainly could not see 
why the poverty of a parish should not 
be taken into consideration by the 
Council. It was suggested that the sub- 
Clause would put a premium on denomi- 
national schools. This, in fact, seemed 
to be a Bill in which religion was crop- 
| ping up from every quarter. If it were 
‘the object of the Clause to put that 
premium on denominational schools, he 
for one would not object. No one would 
suspect him of being a believer in the 
special doctrines of the Roman Catholic 
Church, but he would rather see children 
educated in a Roman Catholic, Wesleyan, 
or Church school than in a_ board 
school. He had more regard to the 
-effect and advantage of religious impres- 
sions made by those who had earnest 
convictions than he had for a religion 
founded on secular teaching. Therefore, 
_he preferred denominational schools. lf 
the Clause gave a preference to denomi- 





| national schools, it certainly treated them 


all with equal fairness. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 155; 


ment was to put the whole expenditure on | Noes, 72. (Division List No. 506.) 
- AYES. : 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 








Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W. (Leeds 
Bartley, George C. T. 


Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
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Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Ha 

Carlile, Ww illiam Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C,W,( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ. A.(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 





Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham | 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield | 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE. | 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S.W 
Gibbs, HonA,G. H(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Groves, James Grimble 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Helder, Augustus 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P(Gloue.,Stroud 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bolton,°-Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

3roadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, Jaines 

Cameron, Robert 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Edwards, Frank 
Evans,SirFrancis H(Maidst’ne 
Fenwick, Charles 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJ ohn 
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Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Shotfield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kent,Fav’rsh’m 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kennedy Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 


Keswick, William 
| Kimber, "Henry 


| King, Sir Henry Seymour 


| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 


| Loder Gerald Walter Erskine 
| Long,Col.Charles W. (Evesham 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loy d, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macdona, . John Cumming 
Maclver, a (Liv erpool) 
M‘killop, « 
Maxwell, WJH (Dumfriesshire | 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Murray, RtHn.AGraham(Bute | 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Orr- Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 


NOES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Sw’nsea 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M’Crae, George 

Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Rea, Russell 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland 
Schwann, Charles E. 


James (Stirlingshire | 
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Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
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| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 


Smith, HC(North’mb, Tyneside 
Smith,Janies Parker(Lanarks. 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Boag’ Charles Ernest 
Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 


ae H. 
| Warde, Colonel C. 


| 








Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

| Wyndham, Rt. = George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 


| Soares, Ernest J. 
eng Rt. Ho.C R( Northants 


Taylor, Theodore C. ( Radelifte 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton,J ohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Ww hite, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ ['(Huddersfi’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 

Mr. Samuel Evans and 
Mr Alfred Hutton. 
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Mr. RUNCIMAN said he moved the | same educational needs and requirements, 
Amendment standing in his name in order | [n one parish there might be important 
to get an expression of opinion from the | iia a other ow 5 sich voll 
President of the Local Government Board. | give it an enormous advantage. The 

| other parish might have a small rateable 

Amendment proposed— value, 1d. in the £ producing perhaps 

‘«In page 5, line 36, after the word ‘shall,’ to only £10 or £20 a year. The County 
insert the words, ‘ subject to notice to the local | Council might be convinced that the 
education authority.” —(Mr. Runciman,) | Poorer parish should have a provided 

‘ as school, but its rating liability might be 
A sng edn. That these wends /as heavy as it could reasonably ie calle 
“ai upon to bear. Why should not the 


Mr WALTER LONG said the intention County Council have full discretion in 


of the Amendment was that before certain such a case to bear such portion of 
the capital expenditure as it thought 


action was taken by the authority notice , 
should be given. As a matter of fact he fit. Therefore, on educational grounds 
did not think that it was possible to take he hoped the Amendment would be 


action without notice and full explanation @¢cepted. There was no question of 
of what it intended to do. He would, principle as between the Prime Minister 
however, deal with the matter on the @nd himself, as the right hon. Gentle. 
Report stage. man had conceded the principle in the 
Amendment he had put down, and it 
Mr. BRYCE"pointed out that the time Was now only a question of amount. 
for discussing these matters was very They should trust the local authorities. 
The natural jealousy of the ratepayers 
as a whole would prevent any injustice 
Sir JOHN BRUNNER: Willtheright being done; and the County Council 
hon. Gentlemen himself put the necessary would exercise its power in such a way 
Amendment down? as to do justice to a poor parish and 
the educational needs of that parish. 
Mr. WALTER LONG : If I think it 
necessary I will do so. Amendment proposed— 


IN - . “In page 5, line 36, to leave out the word 
Mr. RUNCIMAN : Then I ask leave ‘shall,’ and insert the words ‘may if they 


limited. 


to withdraw my Amendment. think fit.’”—(Mr. Herbert Lewis). 
—* ’ Question proposed, “That the word 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. ‘shall’ stand part of the Clause.” 


(9.30.) Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he 
begged to move to leave out “shall” in| Sm ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped 
line 36, in order to insert “may, if they the Committee would not accept the 
think fit.” These were the words in Amendment. The hon. Gentleman said 
sub-Section (a), and if there was to be un- that there was no reason for any 
limited discretion in relation to secondary difference in the wording of sub-Section 
education. why should there not be the (a) and of sub-Section (¢). He thought 
same discretion with reference to there was every reason for difference. 
elementary education ? The Leader of Sub-Section («) was intended to provide 
the House stated that he objected to for strictly exceptional cases, where 
liabilities incurred in the past being there were ~pecial circumstances and 
saddled on the ratepayers, and to meet where it was necessary to have some 
that objection he would be willing to branch of secondary education; and 
limit his Amendment to the future. while the Government recognised that 
But as regarded the future, he considered secondary education should be borne by 
that the discretion of the County Council a rate over the whole county, sub-Section 
should be unlimited, both on educational (a) provided that a Council might, if they 
grounds, and aiso on grounds of fairness thought fit, charge the cost of a secondary 
to poor parishes. He would take the school tothe particular locality having the 
case of two adjoining parishes, both equal sole use to it. Sub-Section (c), on the other 
in point of area, and both having the! hand, dealt with the case of providing 
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buildings for the purposes of elementary | possible, raised the rates to 3s. 6d. in 
education ; and they had to look at the|the £ He did not think that the 
o 48 * | 
existing state of things. There were a Amendment of the right hon. Gentle- 
certain number of parishes where schools | man would meet a case of that sort. 
had been provided, and they were free of 4 county like Glamorgan would very 
debt. (An Hon. Memper: “Not free of | largely draw for the development 
debt.”) In a great many cases the schools | of its resources on the very type of men 
were free of debt, and were provided by | brought up in little mountain parishes, 
either private or public effort. These and they made some of the best men in 
parishes were in a different position from | Cardiff, Swansea, and the Rhondda Valley. 
parishes where no schools were provided, | These men in the parishes like that 
and should not be called upon to assume | mentioned were trained not for shepherds 
the burden of providing schools for other | oy the mountains but to develop the 
parishes after they had provided their yesources of the rich valleys in Glamorgan. 
own. There was an Amendment on the Jf the poor parish he had mentioned went 
Paper in the name of the First Lord of | to the County Council of Glamorgan and 
the Treasury which gave a certain dis- said « Will you assist us to bear the 
cretion as to the amount which might be | hurden of a little school—we could not 
advanced. He thought it was reasonable ; help building it?” he had not the 
and anyone looking at the question all' slichtest hesitation in saying that the 
round must admit that the locality which | rich County Council of Glamorgan would 
had yet to provide its schools should beara | reply “Certainly,” and they would not 
certain share of the burden, as otherwise | consider whether they would give half or 
a gross inequality would be established | two-thirds, but would just ask what was 
between localities who had schools and | fairy, The real danger in giving discretion 
localities who had no schools. That | jn a case of that kind was that pressure 
would not be just; and he hoped the! micht be brought to bear; but those 
Committee would not accept the Amend-  jit¢tie poor parishes were just the parishes 
ment. that could not bring pressure. They had 
only got the influence exerted by the 
— . , development of their circumstances, and 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he fully that was the influence which it was not 
admitted that the Amendment standing in | ai for the House of Commons to resist. 
the name of the Premier did not meet the J, a case like that quoted, why should a 
case to a very considerable extent, but he | }i,4 County Council like that of Gle- 
thought it would be better if more morgan be prevented from taking all the 
discretion were given to the County circumstances into account and saying 
Council. He did not think there was any they would help the parish out of Fi 
real danger of the County Council abus- | difficulty? Why should they limit the 
ing that discretion, because the instinct of | giseretion of the County Council ? 
the ratepayer would be to cast the whole , 


of the burden on special localities, and . 

the Council might depend on it that if the Mr. LAURENCE HARDY (Kent, 

cost were distributed over the whole Ashford) said he hoped the Government 

county it would be for very good reasonss would not accept the Amendment. He 
thought that many hon. Members felt 


He was passing through Glamorgan : 
recently with a County Inspector, and he | that the proposal in the Amendment of 


pointed out a parish in which the rates in | the Prime Minister went as far as they 
one year went up to 3s. 6d. in the £, ought to go with reference to the matter. 
It seemed to him almost incredible. The The hon. Member who had just spoken 
reason, the Inspector said, was that there said it would be very easy for a rich 
was no voluntary school, no squire living County Council to provide for special 
in the parish, no rich people, no works cases, but he would remind the hon. 
and no large farms. It contained poor, | Gentleman that Cardiff, Swansea, and 
mountainous soil, and by the Education the other districts to which he referred, 
Act of 1870 the people in the parish would be excluded from the administra- 
were obliged to provide a school. As a/| tive county which would have to bear 
result, the cost of education was kept | the particular charge in the case he 
down as much as possible, yet the pro- | mentioned, and that charge would have 
vision of a small school, as cheaply as|to fall on poor districts which had 
! 
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already schools, and which would have 
to bear in consequence a heavier burden. 
[An Hon. Member: Not unless they 
.wished.] They would have to bear an 
additional burden whether they wished 
it or not, because they would have to 
pay the county rate out of which the 
schools would be provided. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
hon. Gentleman had misapprehended 
the Amendment. The Amendment was 
not to compel the County Council to 
assist to any extent; it was simply to 
give them discretion. 


Mr. LAURENCE HARDY said the 
Amendment would throw the option 
entirely the other way. Small districts 
which had provided their own schools 
should not have a rate imposed on them 
in connection with the capital expendi- 
ture for the provision of schools in other 
localities. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said _ he 
thought the hon. Gentleman was not 
present when the Committee was dis- 
cussing sub-Section (a). On that sub- 
Section the whole point of the Govern- 
ment’s position was—and he thought 
there was a good deal of force in it—that 
the general system should be a county 
rate, but that there might be exceptional 
circumstances in regard to certain dis- 
tricts which would induce a County 
Council to throw some part of the cost 
on a particular locality. He could 
understand that position, but he could 
not understand the attitude of the 
Government in connection with sub- 
Section (c). Surely the same argument 
applied with equal and even greater 
force. All that was desired by the 
Amendment was to give the County 
Councils some latitude in particular 
eases. He agreed with the Attorney 
General that it would be hard to make 
one compulsory universal rate, which 
would fall on districts which had already 
provided their own schools, and which 
would be mulcted for places which had 
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Bill. 
Sir JOHN BRUNNER said that, 
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like the Attorney General, he dis. 
liked gross inequalities, and if he 
were of opinion that the Amend- 
ment would produce them he would 
not support it. It was because he 
desired to leave it to the County Council 
to do away with gross inequalities that 
he supported the Amendment. The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Car 
narvon Burghs had mentioned the case 
of the mountain parish in Wales being 
compelled to provide a school. He knew 
another case where a_ parish was 
compelled to build a school at a time 
when there was ample employment for 
all the adult male population, but the 
employment disappeared, and now only 
a few farmers remained, who were in the 
direst trouble. He knew another case 
where a manufacturer built a village. 
There were no other houses in the 
village except workmen’s cottages, and 
before the property quvalification for 
Boards of Guardians was abolished there 
was not a man in the village qualified to 
be a Guardian. Employment in that 
neighbourhood had now greatly dimin- 
ished, and the people were in dire 
trouble. Inthe adjoining parish, where 
well-to-do people lived, a school was 
erected by public subscription at no 
great sacrifice. There they had two 
adjoining parishes, one well-to-do, the 
other dull, with small cottages naked and 
in a row; and it was because he desired 
that the County Council should have the 
option of redressing such inequalities 
that he heartily supported the Amend- 
ment. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said both the Amendment and the 
Clause dealt with the capital charge for 
the provision of new schools. With 
reference to liabilities already incurred, 
he thought that a progressive, poverty- 
stricken parish which had provided itself 
with a school, ought to have its liabilities 
met out of the county rate. The 
He was 


‘alone in that. [Hon. Mempers: No, no.] 


neglected their duty, but he hoped that | 


Government would reconsider their de- 
cision and allow County Councils to 
have an option to deal with particular 
cases of hardship, which would be 
certain to arise. 


Mr. Laurence Hardy. 


He was glad to hear he was not; but 
that was not the issue now. The issue 
was, What was to be the incidence of the 
capital charge for the provision of new 
schools ? He earnestly hoped it would 
be the county rather than the parish. 
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tite Government believed that education |in their own phraseology, and to talk 
-about education being in the main a 


should be in the main a national charge. 
Surely it was the county rather than 
the parish that should meet whatever 
charge would be put on the localities. The 


curse of the Act of 1870, which had made | 


the present Bill possible to many, was that 
it took the parish as the unit of admin- 
istration and financial obligation. He 


poor parishes there were which had a 


national object. What had been done by 
the different parties in the House towards 
making education a national object ? 
So far as assistance to education from 
national funds was concerned, he thought 
the subventions had come almost 


entirely from one side of the House. 
remembered the First Lord of the Trea- | 
sury relating to the House how many | 


rate of 30d. inthe £ to meet its admin- | 


istrative machinery. The right hon. 


| education. 


Gentleman was wrong as regarded the | 


30d., although the amount was large, but 


the Bill were toget rid of such difficulties, | 


it was now for the Government to act. 


- At present 25 percent. oftheEnglishSchool 


| 


Board parishes had a rate which ranged | 


from 1s. to 3s. 6d. 
cent. of the School Board parishes the 
rate ranged from ls. to 3s. 6d. That was 
the result of taking the parish as the unit 
of financial administration. He (the hon. 
Member) would rather contrast parishes 
where a penny rate brought in only £2 10s. 
with others where it produced about £300. 
How could parishes where a penny rate 


In Wales in 33 per | 


The Government had given proof, not 
only in the present, but inthe past, of 
their desire that the nation should bear 
a fair share of the cost of national 
But this was a totaliy 
different question, and had nothing to do 
with national education. It was a 
question as between different parishes in 
acounty. The hon. Member had 
spoken of the poverty-stricken parish 
being called upon to provide a school, 
but he forgot the parish, equally poverty- 


| stricken, which by great efforts and at 


great sacrifices had provided a school. Was 
such a parish to be rated in order to find 
schools for other parishes? Was not one 
side of the picture as much entitled to 


| consideration as the other ? The difficulty 


brought in only £2 10s. resist the) 
g J 


blandishments of any denomination who 
offered them a building at nocharge ? 
Such parishes would then be committed 
to a denominational school as long as this 
Act remained unrepealed. Surely the 
County Councils should have a discretion 
so that they might help these poverty- 
stricken districts. A stronger case could 
not be made out than that for the 
Amendment, and he hoped it would 
be agreed to. 


(10.0.) Mr. WALTER LONG said no 
one could deny the power and authority 
with whic } the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell spoke on these questions, but 
he thought the hon. Gentleman had, 
unintentionally no doubt, put the case 
ina false light. He had more than once 


| which 


said that education was a national object. | 


Dr. MACNAMARA : I said “in the | 


4 ” 
main. 


_ great principle of the Bill. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : Very well, in| 


It was all very well for hon. 
to attack 


the main. 
Gentlemen opposite 


they were in in this matter was a difficulty 
they always encountered in approaching 
questions of local government ; that was, 
that they could not approach the question 
as if there was no past history or previous 
action connected with it. Was there any 
detail in local government as to which 
they would not have taken a different 
course to that they had taken if they had 
been working on new ground altogether ? 
They had to deal with things, not as they 
would like them to be, but as they found 
them. There were many places in the 


/country in which remarkable efforts had 


been made to provide schools, and yet it 
was suggested that these places were to 
be rated to provide schools in places 
where no provision at all had been made 
locally. The proposal of the Bill, taking 
facts as they were, was the fairest that 
could be made, and he hoped the Com- 
mittee would not adopt an Amendment 
he believed would work great 
injustice. 


desired to recall one 
The Bill did 
not declare that education was a national 
charge, but it declared that it was a county 


Mr. BRYCE 


'charge ; that was the basis of the whole 
the | 


Bill; that was to say, that the county 


Government, and to describe its action | was to bring up all its schools to the 
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same level, and he contended that it was; should be no discretion whatever, but 
a great deviation from that principle to| there was now to be a_ sort of 
refuse to allow the County Council when | truncated discretion. If an expenditure 
it thought a case had been made out, to of £300 was proposed, according to 
throw the cost of providing a particular the Prime Minister, the parish ” was 
school on the county. One of the great | to be made to pay not less than £150 or 
evils connected with education in rural) more than £225 of it. The discretion 
districts was the defectiveness of tho | of the County Council, which had been 
buildings ; in many cases they were too so much preached on the other side, was 
small, in others insanitary. In nothing | to be measured by pounds, shillin sand 
was the bringing in of the county likely | pence, and it was to oy fegiaae the 
to do more good than in the provision of | syms of £150 and £225. The Amend 
better buildings. If, however, a poor | ment placed no compulsion on the 
parish was always to bear the charge of | County Council; it simply enabled them 
building a aot school or enlarging its | 5, to provide that the richer parishes 
existing school, the representatives of helped the poorer in the provisi ; 
the parish would go to the County Council | ow ae There w pp wage 
“hi at . as really no 

and beg them not to insist on the ex-| difference between the Prime Mini 
penditure because of the burden it would | 514 his a feiend - the f : ss 
throw on the parish. It was really in the | that ™ t cs thit : h “ld be proposed 
interests of efficient education that the ve ee rag —k should be done Fe 
County Councils should be allowed a the County Council thought fit while 
yee. fy the latter suggested that certain things 
/might be done if the County Council 


ite ae A 'thought fit. Sound sense was entirely 
Mr. SAMUEL EVANS pointed out! in fayour of the Amendment aa 


that under the proposal of the Government | p., hoped it would be carried. 
the County Council, withoutexercisingany | 
discretion at all, was to make poor parishes, | . ag . 
if they could, pay for all their future), MR. WHITLEY (Halifax) said that 
schools. The result would be that the|#f the word “shall” were read 
small parishes would be either without |!2 conjunction with an Amendment 
improved or new schools or they would shortly to be moved by the First Lord of 
fall back on the old bad system of | the Treasury, it would be seen that the 
denominational education. The principle | Tichest parishes would only have to pay 
of the Amendment was the equalisation | three-fourths of the cost of building a 
of the charge. The broader they made | school, the remaining fourth being paid 
the field the easier would be the burden, | by the poorer parishes. It was truly a 
and obviously the area of the county case of ‘To them that hath shall be 
would make the burden easier than the | given.” 

area of the parish. The Amendment 

was really enforced in the strongest) (10.18.) Question put. 

possible manner by a proposal which the | 

Prime Minister had placed on the Paper.| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 214; 
First of all it was intended that there | Noes, 100. (Division List, No. 507.) — 


AYES, 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Bigwood, James Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel ' Blundell, Colonel Henry Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Bond, Edward Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Arkwright, Jobn Stanhope | Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J A(Wore. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Bousfield, William Robert Chapman, Edward 
Arrol, Sir William , Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Charrington, Spencer 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Brookfield, Col. Montagu Clare, Oetavious Leigh 
Bain, Colonel James Robert Brymer, William Ernest Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Balearres, Lord Bullard, Sir Harry | Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Baldwin, Alfred Burdett-Coutts, W. Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Butcher, John George Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Carlile, William Walter | Corbett, A. Cameron (Glaszow) 
salfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Bartley, George C. T. Cautley, Henry Strother Cranborne, Viscount : 
Beckett, Ernest William | Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Crossley, Sir Savile 
Bignold, Arthur i Cavendish, V.C.W(Derbyshire Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Mr, Bryve. 























957 
Dal 


Din 
Dis! 
Dix 


Dot 
Dot 
Dal 
Ege 
Fell 
Fer, 
Fiel 
Fin 
Fin! 
Fisk 
Fise 
Fitz 
Flat 
Flet 
Flov 
Fors 
Fost 
Gari 
Gibl 
Gib) 
God. 
Gors 
Gose 





Gree 
Gree 
Gro\ 
Gut! 
Hall 
Hals 
Han 
Hare 
Hate 
Hay. 
Held 
Hick 
Hoar 
Heb! 
Hog: 
Hope 
Houl 
How 
Hozi 
Hud: 
Hutt 
Jame 
Jebb 
Kem 
Kenr 


Brigg 
Broac 











956 


but 
t of 
‘iture 
2 to 

was 
0 or 
etion 
been 
Was 
} and 

the 
end- 

the 
hem 
ishes 
n of 

no 
ister 
osed 
e if 
rhile 
ings 
incil 
irely 
and 


that 
read 
nent 
‘d of 

the 


r) 
ch) 
re. 


ole 


yw) 


lve 


So) 












957 Education 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles : 
Davies,Sir Horatio D(Chatham 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon- Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Doringtcn,Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE. 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, SirWilliamTheodore 
Dake, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S(Warwick,S. W 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hn. AGH. (City of Lond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson,Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,Sir EW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, William: Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy, Lawrence(Kent,Ashf'rd 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hcbhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hoge, Lindsay | 
Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent, Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 

Kemp, George 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 











Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P(Glouc. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

sayley, Thomas (Derbyshire ) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling] 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 





\ 





{13 NovemBER 1902} 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.(Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence,Sir}Joseph(Moam’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lee, Arthur H. (Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, WJH (Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt..J asper (Shropshire) 
Morgan,DavidJ(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHn.A.Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 


O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robe 
Pym, C. Gu 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg to 
move the Amendment standing in my 
name. This question has already been 
discussed, and in the present condition 
of the discussion of the Bill, I think | 
shall best serve the general interest if I 
move the Amendment without words. 


Amendment proposed— 


{fn page 5, line 36, after the word ‘ charge,’ to 
insert the words ‘ such portion as they think fit, 
not being less than one-half or more than three- 
fourths of.’ ”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Mr BRYCE: I think the right hon. 
Gentleman’s Amendment is better than 
nothing. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN moved to amend 
the proposed Amendment by leaving 
out the words “ being less than one-half 
or.” 


Amendment to the Amendment 


negatived. 
Amendment agreed to. 


(10.35.) Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS 
moved the omission of sub-Section 
(qd). He said that he did so upon 
In the first place 


two main grounds. 
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because he thought it ought to be 
omitted in fairness to the ratepayers, and 
in the second place because he thought 
it would be a good thing for education. 
If it was right in the case of the building 
of a new school that the County Council 
should provide half the cost, upon what 
ground could it be said that the same 
treatment should not be dealt out to 
existing schools. He could not see him- 
self that there was the slightest difference 
between the two cases. He moved this 
Amendment also upon the general ground 
of equality of treatment. The First 
Lord of the Treasury, earlier in the pro- 
ceedings, upon another Amendment, 
made a point of the fact that those choo 
Districts which had not had a School 
Board rate ought not to be penalised for 
having contributed to districts which 
had had a school board rate. The 
President of the Local Government 
Board more than once pointed out that 
it would be grossly unfair upon thos 
districts which had avoided the rate 
that they should be penalised by 
having to contribute anything to the 
liabilities incurred by the poorer 
distriets. But where did the sacrifice 
really lie? Was it not more true to say 
that those districts which had for the 
last twenty or twenty-five years paid 
the rate should receive more considerate 
treatment? The principle of this Amen¢- 
ment was the broad one of equal rating 
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treatment throughout the county, and by my Amendment, and I hope that 
this equality of rating treatment could justification will seem sufficient to the 
only, upon the whole, be secured by Committee. 

equal rating, and by enabling the local 

education authority to lay, as far as 

possible, equal rates upon every district *§7; CHARLES DILKE said it was 
in the county. There was only one believed that, even with the Amend- 
further remark which he desired to ment of the rght hon. Gentleman, 
make. He thought the Committee had’ many disiricts would be much worse off 
not sufficiently realised that these School than they were under the Necessitous 
Board districts under this Bill would Sehool Boards Act. 

not be exactly in the same condition 

as they had been up to now. It was 

quite a different thing to ask any School yp aq J BALFOUR: Everybody 
Board district to continue to be liable thinks they will be worse off. in 
for their debts when they had popularly y peer 

elected managers, and to ask them to 


do so under the provisions of this Bill. . a 2% ; 
All these considerations pointed to the *Sir CHARLES DILKE said that this 
proposal did not hand the money over 


fairness of treatment which would be ; 
established by his Amendment. He °° the county. If the Bill had not been 
: amended at all the money would not 


ng yg shang the Amendment stand- have issued, and the Chancellor of the 
” ; Exchequer would have benefited by it. 
This was an oversight which the Govern- 
ment had now attempted to correct by 
‘** In page 5, line 41, to leave out sub-Section the Amendment of the Leader of the 
(i). —(Mr. Herbert? Roberts.) House. It was still believed that this 
: Amendment would make those districts 
. ' worse off than they were under the 
Question proposed, “That the words Necessitous Schools Grant. They would 
‘the County Council shall’ stand part be yery badly off as compared with the 
of the Clause.’ county as a whole, and there was no 
ground why this should not be a —_— 
. ., on the whole of the area instead o 
me. A. J. BALFOUR: The Bill being a charge upon the poor districts. 
as it stands, and as it will be’ He was sure any hon. Member of this 
amended by a Government Amendment House would admit that there was an 
standing in the name of the Secretary extremely hard case where parishes had 
tothe Board of Education—I beg _par- been lumped together, for they were very 
don, standing in my own name—will often parishes in which the question of 
ic, ain ied: widieitile lin Bk tn a the Church and Nonconformity did not 
a y arise. But the real point was that they 
present, and that, broadly, may and jogt the whole of the local control. They 
will meet the equities of the case were! would have no vestige of any special 
it not that they handed over to the | interest in the school, and yet the debt 
County Council all the money under oy that school would remain with them 
the Act of 1897. If we handed over | instead of going to the county area. 
that money to the County Council for These were such extremely hard cases 
the general purposes of education, we that the Government would be bound to 
think it only fair that, in return for that nd some remedy for them between now 
surrender, a certain proportion of the and the Report stage. He heartily sup- 
debt thrown on the locality should be | ported the Amendment of his hon. friend. 
borne by the general area over which | 
the local education authority presided. | 
That is the justification of the sub- | Dr. MACNAMARA said that those 
Section as it will be amended, I hope, districts which had rated themselves 


Amendment proposed— 
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tor schools in the past should be en- 
abled now to meet their liabilities out 
of the country rate. There were many 
parishes which had incurred liabilities be- 
cause they set themselves rigidly against 
denominationalism and provided schools. 
In order to do this they had paid rates 
ranging from 1s. to 3s. 6d., and now it was 
proposed that, over and above the county 
rate, they were to be rated for 
having pursued a policy of pro- 
gressivism rather than of obscurantism. 
Nothing could be more _ unfair. 
He instanced the parish of Roseland, in 
Cornwall, where the people had paid a rate 
of 1s. 104d. In that parish 1d. inthe £2 
brought in £14, so that the yield of the 
rate imposed was about £300. They had 


neighbours in the adjoining parishes had 
not rated themselves a farthing. These 
good people in Roseland had a liability | 
of £3,600 to meet, and now, in addition 
to the county rate, they would have 
to pay in respect of that liability until 
the debt was wiped out. He quoted that 
case at random as illustrating what 
would happen, and it was not an extreme | 
case. Indeed, it was a very moderate | 
case. If the First Lord thought that 
these people were likely to look with 
favour on education in future he was | 
very much afraid the right hon. Gentle- | 
man was mistaken, 
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*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Nor- 
folk, N.) urged that the provided schools 
should be put on the same basis as the 
voluntary schools in respect of the rent 
of teachers’ houses. He had given 
notice of an Amendment to that effect, 
and he hoped the Government would 
put words into the Clause for that pur- 
pose. 


*Mr. CHANNING said he spoke as 
the representative of several School 
Board districts where there had been a 
heavy ‘outlay on schools with a very 
heavy rate, and which were Necessitous 


|School Boards, He wished to enter 
| his emphatic protest against the sub. 
, : ; | Section in its original form, and also 
paid that rate freely, while possibly their | ink te inten wenke ell 
| by the First Lord at the last moment in 
| regard to districts which had, with great 
public spirit and enormous sacrifices, 
provided themselves with 


schools. 


. 


excellent 


(10.53.) Question put. 


‘ That the words ‘The County Council 


| shall’ stand part of the Clause.’”’ 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 232; 


| Noes, 128. (Division List No. 508.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 


Dr. Macnamara. 








Bigwood, James 





Balfour, Rt.Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.:(Christch. 
Bartley, George C. T. 

| Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex 
Brodrick, ite, Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
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Flov 
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Har 
Hate 
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Aller 
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Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 

Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, CharlesEdw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,Sir Horatio D(Chatham 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland SixFredDixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Donghty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ(Mane’r) 
Fielden. Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 

Flay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster. Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(WarwickS. W 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit William 
(abbs,Hn. AGH (City of Lond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) | 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Edm’nds | 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

‘suest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Mar-<hall 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent Ashford | 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. | 
Hav, Hon. Claude George | 
Helder, Augustus 
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| Hoare, Sir Samuel 


Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 


| Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J. F.(Shettield, Brightside | 
| Rankin, Sir James 


Hoult, Joseph 


Howard,John( Kent, F’versh’m | 
| Ratcliff, R. F. 


Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kemp, George 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh) 


| Keswick, William 


Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 


| Knowles, Lees 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


| Lawrence,SirJoseph(Monm’th 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 


| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 


| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop.James(Stirlingshire 
Malcolm. Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 


| Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 


| Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 


| Murray, RtHnA.Graham (Bute 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Grabam 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N. 
O'Doherty, William 


| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


-arker, Sir Gilbert 


| Parkes, Ebenezer 


Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


NOES. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) | Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc.,Stroud 


Atherley-Jones, L. 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 


| Pym, C. Gny 


Randles, John 8. 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George ? 
Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East 
Smith.James Parker(Lanarks. 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Sttirling-MaxwelrSir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone. Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


| Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 


Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’nN 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. EH(Sheffi'ld 
Vincent, Sir Edgar_(Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunt’n 


| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndbam, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbysh) 
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Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Kt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dann, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, SirFravcisH (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Heury 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey,Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, kt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 


Education 


It being after Eleven of the Clock, the | 
CHAIRMAN, in pursuance of the Order 


of the House of the 11th 


ceeded successively to put forthwith the 
the Government of which notice had | 


been given, and on every Question neces- 
sary to dispose of the allotted business. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 252; Noes, 124. 


Agyg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | 
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Hemphill,Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


| Kitson, Sir James 


Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

Markham. Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, Johu Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 


instant, pro- 


© 


AYES. 


| Bartley, George C. T. 


Beckett, Ernest William 


| Bignold, Arthur 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 


| Bond, Edward 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


| Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex | 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 


Brown,Alexander H.(Shropsh. | 
| Charrington, Spencer 
| Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 








Bill. 


Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E, 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt HnC.R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W,R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,s. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T. (Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Roberts and 
Mr. Channing. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 41, after the word ‘ raise 
to insert the words ‘such portion as they think 
fit, not being less than one-half or more than 
Question on the Amendments moved by | three-fourths of." —(Mr. A. J. Balfour) 
| (11.4.) Question put, ‘That those words 


| be there inserted.” 


(Division List No. 509.) 


Butcher, John George 


| Carlile, William Walter 
| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


| Chamberlain,RtHonJ A( Wore. 


Chapman, Edward 


Clive, Captain Percy A. 
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Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Button, John (Yorks, N.R.) 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Bill. 970 


| Pym, C. Gu 
Randles, John S. 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


| 


Kemp, George 


Ratcliff, R. F 


Corbett,A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Kennaway,Rt.Hn.Sir John H. | Reid, James (Greenock) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | Kennedy, Patrick James 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland SirFredDixon 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hanta, W 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton,Hon. Frederick Win. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,SirJoseph (Monm’th 


| Remnant, James Farquharson 

| Renwick, George 
Ridley, HonM. W. (Stalybridge 

| Ritebie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 

| Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 

| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney. 

| Ropner, Colonel Robert 

| Round, Rt. Hon. James 

| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Rutherford, John 


| 
| 
| 
| 


r.) | 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 


Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham | 


Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward | Long, RtHn. Walter( Bristol,S.) | 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r | Lowe, Francis William 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 





| 
| 


Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire | 
Malcolm, Ian 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn.W.F. | 
Maxwell,WJ H(Dumfriesshire | 


| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 


Gibbs,Hn.A.G. H.(CityofLond. | 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) | 


Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Greene,SirE W(B'ryS. Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greiton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F, 


| 


Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan DavidJ (Walthamstow | 
Morrell, George Herbert 


| Morrison, James Archibald 
| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


Mount, William Arthur | 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 


| Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute | 


| Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) | 
| O'Doherty, William 


Hamilton,RtHnLordG(Midd’x | 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. ) 
Hogg, Lindsay 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


| Parker, Sir Gilbert 


y 
Hope.J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside | 
| Plummer, Walter R. 
| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Hoult, Joseph 

Howard John( Kent Faversham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Allan, Sir William(Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Lerbyshire) 


Parkes, Ebenezer 
Partington, Oswald 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 


NOES. 


| Lee,ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham | Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 


| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


| Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 


| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 

| Seely,Maj. J. E. B.(Isleof Wight 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 

Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 


| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
| Stock, James Henry 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G. (Oxf'dUniv. 
Thompson, DrEC (Monagh’n,N 
| Thornton, Perev M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Tully, Jasper 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirCE H. (Shettield 
Walrond,Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt-ColA.C E.(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H(Ashton. und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R. 


| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
| Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. RK. (Bath) 
| Wortley,Rt.Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


Bell, Richard 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 


Broadhurst, Henry | 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
| Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
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Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstoue 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


{COMMONS} 


Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 
Norton,Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 
Samuel,Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 





Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Amendment proposed—- 


’ 





Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
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Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesiey 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer,RtHnC.R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C.(Radclitte) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr) 
Thomas,F.Freeman- (Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. RB.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 


| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersf'd 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


(11.18) Question put, 


Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone 
and Mr. WilliamM ‘Arthur. 


“That those 


“In page 5, line 42, after the word ‘liabili- | words be there inserted.”’ 


ties’ to insert the words, ‘on account of loans. 
—(Sir William Anson.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 236 ; Noes, 124. 
AYES. 


| Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
| Brymer, William Ernest 

| Bull, William James 

| Bullard, Sir Harry 

| Burdett-Coutts, W. 

| Buteher, John George 

| Carlile, William Walter 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | Carson, Rt Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Balearres, Lord | Cautley, Henry Strother 
Baldwin, Alfred } Curiae R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r) | Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Balfour, Rt Hn. Gerald W(Leeds | Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Chamberlain, RtHn.J. A(Wore. 
Bartley, George C. T. | Chapman, Edward 

Beckett, Ernest William | Charrington, Spencer 
Bignold, Arthur | Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Bigwood, James | Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Byundell, Colonel Henry | Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Bond, Edward | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 





Bousfield, William Robert Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex | Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | 


(Division List No. 510.) 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ(Manch’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


| Fisher, William Hayes 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Fison, Frederick William 
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Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
Godson,Sir A ugustusFrederick 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir E. W( B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLord G(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence(KentAshford 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,John (Kent, Faversh’m 
Hozier,Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 


{13 NovEMBER 1902} . 


Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver David (Liverpool) 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hon. W.F 
Maxwell, W.J H(Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edwin Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, David J (Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHn. A Graham(Bute 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col, John P. (Galway, N 
O’ Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 








Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | Percy, Earl 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton | 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. | 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh) | 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees | 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow | 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 

Lee, ArthurH. (Hants, Fareham 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc.,Stroud | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. | 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | 
Bell, Richard | 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry | 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Cameron, Robert | 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 


Remnant, James Farquharson | 


Renwick, George 


Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge | 


NOES. 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 


| 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas, Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.([sleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley,Hon Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley,Edward Jas. (Somer-et 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(OxfdUniv. 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. H. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SirC EH(Sheftield 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

| Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloy« 
| Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 

| Wilson,A. Stanley (York,E. Rh. 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wilson-Todd, Wm.H.(Yorks ) 
| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

| Wylie, Alexander 

| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 








| 
| 


| 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


| Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
| Fenwick Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
| Furness, Sir Christopher 
| Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJolin 
| Goddard, Daniel Ford 


| Grant, Corrie 

| Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
| Harmsworth, R. (Leicester) 

| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


Horniman, Frederick John 


| Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstone ' Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
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Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJoseph F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron .Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 


Amendment proposed— 
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Pickard, Benjamin Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Pirie, Duncan V Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings) 
Price, Robert John Thomas, J.A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Priestley, Arthur | Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Rea, Russell | Tomkinson, James 

Rickett, J. Compton | Toulmin, George 


{COMM ONS} 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Wallace, Robert 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Roe, Sir Thomas | Wason, Eugene . 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland | Weir, James Galloway 
Sehwann, Charles E. | White, George (Norfolk) 
Shackleton, Lavid James | White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Shaw, Charles Edw, (Statford) | Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Soares, Ernest J. | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Spencer, Rt HnC.R.(Northants | Woodhouse,SirJT( Huddersfi'd 
Stevenson, Francis 8. | Yoxail, James Henry 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C, (Radcliffe | 


Tennant, Harold John TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E | Mr. Caldwell and Mr. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E ' Runciman. 


(11.31.) Question put, “That thoset 


‘In page 5, line 44, at the end, to insert the | words be there inserted.”’ 


words, ‘so far as it is within 
(Sir William Anson.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 238 ; Noes, 124. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Aruold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beckett. Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 





Boustfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H.F.(Middlesex) | 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | 
Brown, AlexanderjH.(Shropsh. | 
Brymer, William Ernest } 
Bull, William James | 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Bardett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher. John George 
Carlile, Wilham Walter 
Carson, Kt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cautiey, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 


| Dorington,Rt, Hon.Sir John E. 


| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tattou 


their area.’ ” 
(Division List No. 511.) 


AYES. 


Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William | Finch, George H. 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Chamberlain, KRtHn.J.A(Wore. | Fisher, William Hayes 
Chapman, Eaward Fison, Frederick William 
Charrington, Spencer | Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Churchill, Winston Spencer | Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Clare, Octavius Leigh |. Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Clive, Captain Perey A. Flower, Ernest 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Forster, Henry William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Galloway, William Johnson 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Gardner, Ernest 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas Garfit, William 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) Gibbs,Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | Gibbs,Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Cranborne. Viscount Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Crossley, Sir Savile Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Davie-,SirHoratioD (Chatham | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | Greene,SirEW(BurySEdm’nds 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield Greene, Henry 1.(Shrewsbury) 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon | Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Doughty, George Groves, James Grimble 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- , Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Doxford Sir William Theodore | Guthrie, Walter Muriay 
Duke, Henry Edward | Hall, Edward Marshall 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin ' Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 

| Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Etliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashf'rd 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurs 


| 


| Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | Haslett, Sir James Horner 


Fergusson,Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r | Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
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Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,Fav’rsham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) | 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
Jessel,Captain HerbertMerton 
Kemp George 

Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH, | 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, SirJ oseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lee, Arthur H( Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Col.CharlesW. (Evesham | 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming | 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) | 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘kKillop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F, | 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,Charles P.(Gloue,Stroud | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard . 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles } 
Caldwell, James | 
Cameron, Robert | 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight | 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter | 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Purvis, Robert 
| Randles, John 8. 


| Evans,SirFrancis H(Maidstone | 


| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Herry 
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Maxwell, W J H( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway, N. 
O'Doherty, Wiiliam 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) | 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl] 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 





tankin, Sir James 

tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, Charles 

Ridley, HonM. W. (Stalybridge | 
titchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 
toberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- | 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert | 


NOES. 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 


| Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 


Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 


Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. ( Berwick) | 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 


| 
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Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon.W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J G.(OxfdUniv. 
Thompson, Dr. EC( Monagh’nN 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Tully, Jasper 
Valentia, - 
Vincent,Col. Sir CE H(Sheffield 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col A.C, E(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 


| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Wyndham-(uin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—- 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 


| Lambert, George 


Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF .( Accrington 


| Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Leng, Sir John 


| Levy, Maurice 
| Lewis, John Herbert 


Lough, Thomas 
M‘Crae, George 


| Markham, Arthur Basil 


Mather, Sir William 


| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
| Moss, Samuel 


Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
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Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John | Stevenson, Francis S. 
Priestley, Arthur | Strachey, Sir Edward 
Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Zobson, William Snowdon 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


| Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomas,Sir A. (Glamor 


Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) | Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Schwann, Charles E - | Tomkinson, James 
Shackleton, David James ' Toulmin, George 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 6, line 12, at the end, to add the of 
words, ‘ (4) Where under any local Act the ex- 
penses incurred in any borough for the purposes 
of the Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to i900, 
are payable out of some fund or rate other than 
the borough fund or rate, the expenses of the 
council of that borough under this Act shall be 
payable out of that fund or rate instead of out 
of the borough fund or rate; (5) Where any 
receipts or payments of money under this Act 
are entrusted by the local education authority 


(11.44) 





Noes, 121. 


AYES. 


| Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Wore. 

| Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

| Churchill, Winston Spencer 

| Clare, Octavius Leigh 

| Clive, Captain Perey A. 

| Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


Ayge-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Balearres, Lord | Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W (Leeds | Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
| Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 


| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Bartley, George C. T. | Cranborne, Viscount 

Beckett, Ernest William | Crossley, Sir Savile 

Bignold, Arthur | Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Bbigwood, James Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham) 
Bond, Edward | Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Bousfield, William Robert Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middlesex | Dorington,Rt. Hon.Sir John E. 
srodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Doughty, George 

Brookfield, Colonei Montagu | Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William James 

Bull, William Ernest 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
3urdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 

Cautley, Henry Strother 

Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants.,W) 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson. Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
| Finch, George H. 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | y 
| Hope,J. F. (Sheftield, Brfghtside 


| Fisher, William 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William | 
Fison, Frederick William 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 
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| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | Wallace, Robert 

| Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Wason, Eugene 

| Weir, James Galloway 

| White, George (Norfolk) 

| Spencer, Rt Hn.C.R(Northants | White Luke (York, E. R.} 

| Whiteley,George(York,W.R.) 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

| Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid. ) 
| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen E.) | Wilson, Henry J. (York. W.R,) 
gan,E.) | Woodhouse,Sir.J.T(Hudd’rsf’d 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr | Yoxall, James Henry 

Roe, Sir Thomas | Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings | 

| Thomas,J.A(GlamorganGower 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEs— 
Mr. Trevelyan and Mr. 
John Wilson (Durham). 


to any committee or managers, the accounts of 
these receipts and payments shall be accounts 
the local education authority.’ ”’—(Sir 
William Anson.) 


Question put, “ That those 
words be there added.” 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 234; 
(Division List No. 512, 


Fitzoy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


| Flower, Ernest 
| Forster, Henry William 


Foster, Phili ps. (Warwick,S.W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 


| Garfit, William 
| Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (Cityof Lond 
| Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 


Godson,Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW (B’ryS.Edmn’ds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 


| Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
0a Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 


| Hardy, Laurenee(Kent, Ashfrd 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. ) 
Hogg, Lindsay, 


Hoult, Joseph 
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Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth | 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverbouse | 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway,Kt. Hon.SirJohn H. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long.Col. CharlesW.(Evesham | 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, WJ H (Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson. Sir H. M. | 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 





Allan. SirWilliam (Gateshead) , 
Allen.CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Athe:ley-Jones, L. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Jeaumont, Went worth C. B. 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry | 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | 
Bryce. Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles | 
Caldwell, James | 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | 
Cawiey, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalzie!, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 


| Nicol, Donald Ninian 
| Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N.) 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Purvis, Robert 


{13 NovEMBER 1902} 


More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire | 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walth’mstow | 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur | 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham (Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicholson, William Graham 


O’Doherty, William 


| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert, 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


tandles, John S$. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson | 


| Renwick, George 


Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge | 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) | 


| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 


| Royds, Clement Molynenx | 
| Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. ‘samuel Alexander 
Sasoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(IsleofWight | 
Sharpe, William Edward T. | 


NOES. 
Elibank, Master of 


Emmott, Alfred } 


Fenwick, Charles 


| Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith | 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey,Rt. Hon. Sir E.(Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harmsworth, RK. Leicester 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. | 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humpbreys-Owen, Arthur € 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis | 
Leese,SirJoseph F.(Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Bill. 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks.} 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somer-et 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
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| Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G(OxfdUniv. 


Thompson, Dr EC(Monagh’n,N 


| Thornton, Perey M. 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Valentia, Viscount 


| Vincent,Col.SirC. EH(Sheftield 
| Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm.H. 
| Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. Jobn Lloyd 


| Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 


| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 


Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| Wyhe, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 


| Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone | Lewis, John Herbert 
| Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Lough, Thomas 


M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


| Moss, Samuel 
| Newnes, Sir George 


Norman, Henry 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 


| Pickard, Benjamin 


Pirie, Dunean V. 
Price, Robert John 


| Priestley, Arthur 
| Rea, Russell 


Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denhighs.} 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
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Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E,. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) | 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward | 
Taylor, Thecedore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John } 
Thomas.Abel (Carmarthen.E.) | 








(11.57.) Question put, ‘‘ That the Clause | 
as amended stand part of the Bill.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Sain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
sartley, George C. T. 

Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

3igwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Kt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy M. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 


| Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 


| Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
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Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E+ 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan (Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, Jaems 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walron,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 





' Noes, 125. 


AYES 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Davies, SirHoratieD (Chatham 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon | 
Dorington. Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H,(Cityof Lond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets | 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW (bB’ry 8S. Edm’nds 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | 


Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn Ld.G, (Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh | 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 








| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


Bill. 
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White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred, W.(Nerfolk, Mid, 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid ) 
VW oodhouse,SirJ.T( Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Mr. Bell and Mr. Shackle: é 


ton. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 234; 
(Division List No. 513.) 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Simuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset.E.) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(Kent,Faversh’ma 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George bickersteth 


| Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Kt. Hon.SirJohnl. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon,Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 


| Keswick, William 
| Kimber, Henry 


King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 


| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 


Lawrence, Sir Joseph ( Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.( Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Honeage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyu, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lovg,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol $) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 


Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macedona, John Cumming 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

oe, a Ian 

Massey- Mainwaring, Hn.W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(D’mfri’ssh’re 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain,'/Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan DavidJ( Walthamstow 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrisen, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
O‘Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumunt, Wentworth C. b. 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randall 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Dewar, John A. Inverness-sh.. 
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Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, MajJ.E. B.(Islejof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n, N 





NOES. 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
| Helme, Norval Watson 
| Horniman, Frederick John 
| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
| Kearley, Hudson EK. 
| Kitson, Sir James 
| Lambert, George 
| Langley, Batty 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
| Levy, Maurice 
| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lough, Thomas 
M‘Crae, George 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
| Moss, Samuel 
| Newnes, Sir George 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Norman, Henry 


Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH. (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


VOL. CXIV. 


| 
| 
| Robson, William (Snowdon) 


[FouRTH SERIES. ] 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| Partington, Oswald 
| Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Perks, Robert William 
| Philipps, John Wynford 
| Pickard, Benjamin 
| Pirie, Duncan V 
| Price, Robert John 
| Priestley, Arthur 
| Rea, Russell 


| Rickett, J. Compton 


| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
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Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscgunt 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH (Sheffield 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt-Col A.C. E.(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton uud. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wrigbtson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Aciand- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, KtHn.C. R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmathen, F.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings) 
Thomas,J A. (Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S. ) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T(Hudd’rsti’d 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 
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Clause 14 :— 


(12.8.) Question put, 


Bill. 988 


“That those 


words be there inserted.’’ 


Amendment proposed— 


“ In page 6, line 18, after the word ‘borough,’ 
to insert the words ‘or urban district.’””—(Sir 
William Anson.) 


Noes, 108. 
AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
| Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | 
Bain, Colone! James Robert Flannery, Sir Fortescue } 
Balearres, Lord | Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Forster, Henry William 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W (Leeds | Foster,PhilipS(Warwick,S. W. | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Galloway, William Johnson 
Beckett, Ernest William | Gardner, Ernest 
Bignold, Arthur | Garfit, William 
Bigwood, James | Gibbs,Hn. A.G.H(City ofLond. | 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Gibbs,Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) | 
Bond, Edward | Gedson,SirAugustusFrederick | 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml'ts | 
Bowles,Capt. H.F.(Middlesex) | Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John | Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Brown,Alexander H.(Shropsh. Greene,Sir EW(B’ryS Edm’nds 
srymer, William Ernest | Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Bull, William James | Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Surdett-Coutts, W. | Gretton, John 
Butcher, John George | Groves, James Grimble 
Carlile, William Walter | Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H . | Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Cautley, Herry Strother | Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Hamilton,RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Cavendi+h,V.C. W (Derbyshire | Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William | Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A(Wore. | Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Chapman, Edward | Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Charrington, Spencer Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Churchill, Winston Spencer | Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Clare, Octavius Leigh | Hogg, Lindsay 

Clive, Captain Percy A. | Hope,J.F. (sheffield, Brightside 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Hoult, Joseph 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Howard,John(Kent, Fav’rsh’m 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Hozier,Hon.James HenryCecil 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) | Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Cranborne, Viscount | Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Crossley, Sir Savile | Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry | Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles | Kennedy, Patrick James 
Davies,SirHoratioD (Chatham | Kenyon,Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | Keswick, William 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield | Kimber, Henry 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon | King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.SirJohn E. | Knowles, Lees 

Doughty, George | Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Lawrence,SirJoseph (Monm’th 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore | Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Duke, Henry Edward | Lawson, John Grant 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Elliott,Hon. A. Ralph'Douglas | Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) ' Llewellyn, Evan Henry | 


| 











The Committee divided:—Ayes, 219; 
(Division’ List No. 514.) 


Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long.Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, RtHn. Walter (Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginal«! J.( Portsmouth 


| Macdona, John Cumming 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 


Malcolm, Ian 
Massey- Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ. Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RktHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P,(Galway,N. 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John 8S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tenwick, George 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely,MajJ.E.B(Is] ofWight) 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,Abel H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf’d Univ. | 





Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc.,Stroud ; 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henr 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJ ohn 
Go !dard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, K. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- | 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 





Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 6, line 19. to leave out the second | 
word ‘ borough.’”—(Sir William Anson.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 102; Noes, 214. 


Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry | 
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Thompson, DrE.C(Monagh’n,N , 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH (Sheffield | 
Walrond,RtHn.SirWilliam H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Tannt’n | 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibaid 


NOES. 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJ osephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) | 
Schwann, Charles E. 


| 
| word 
| Clause.” 


AYES. 


Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 


2M 2 


| Wilson-Todd, Wm. 


| Taylor, 
Tennant, Harold John 


(12.23.) Question put, 
‘borough’ 
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Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E. R. 
Wilson, John ag pf 

. (Yorks. ) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr Anstruther. 


_ Shackleton, David James 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 

| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C. R(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

heodore C. (Radcliffe) 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,F’. Freeman- (Hastings 
Thomas,J.A(GI’morg’n, Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred.W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson,Henry J. (York W.R) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Broadhurst and Mr 
Fenwick. 


“That the 
stand part of the 


(Division List No. 515.) 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
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Emmott, Alfred 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 


Fenwick, Charles 
Furness, Sir Christopher 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 


Griffith, Ellis J. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Hayter, Rt.Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
| Runciman, Walter 
| Samuel,Herbert L. (Cleveland) | 
| Schwann, Charles E. 


Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
M‘Crae, George 
Markham, Arthur Basil 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh,O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown,Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ A(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Capt Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett,A. Cameron (Glasgow) 


| 
Gladstone,RtHn. HerbertJohn | 





Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
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Moss, Samuel 


Newnes, Sir George 


Norman, Henry 
| 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William | 


Partington, Oswald 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, Jobn Wynford 


Pirie, Duncan V. | 
| Price, Robert John 


Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 
Rickett, J. Compton 


| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Soares, Ernest J. 


Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants | 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 


NOES. 


Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,Sir Horatio D(Chatham 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohn E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A, Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,SW. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs,Hn. A.G.H,(CityofLond. 
Godson,SirAugustuslrederick 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH mlets 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS.Edm’nds 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 





Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd'x 
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| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Strachey, Sir Edward 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred(M’rthyr) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.} 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Wason, Eugene 

| Weir, James Galloway 

| White, George (Norfolk) 

| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Whiteley,George(York, W.R.) 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry}. (York, W.R.)} 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Joseph Leese and Mr. 
Nussey. 


Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse,Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh'm 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon-Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,SirJ oseph(Monm’th 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
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Education 


Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Heary 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Noian,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8S. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In page 6, line 19, at the end, to add the 
words ‘out of which the expenses of the Council 
under this Act are payable.’”—(Sir William 


zlnson. ) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 


Charrington, Spencer 








{13 November 1902} 


Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliffe, RK. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely,Maj.J. E.B.([sleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hereford, East 
Smith, James Parker(Lanark) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. Strand) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Ed ward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 


| Stroyan, John 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Bill. 994 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf’'dUniv. 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n, N 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirCE H (Sheffield 
Walrond, RtHonSir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H (Asht’n-und-Lyne 
Willox. Sir John Archibald 
Wilson; A.Stanley(York,E. R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 





TELLERS FOR THE Noges-— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


| (12.35.) Question put, “That those 





Noes, 97. 


AYES. 


Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colstoa, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,Sir Horatio D(Chatham 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon- Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hn, Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir WiiliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edwin Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 


| words be there added.”’ 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 204 ; 
(Division List No. 516.) 


Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’1 H’ ml’ts 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW (BurySEdm’ndg 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E. 
| Hogg, Lindsay 
| Hope,J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversham 
Hozier, Hon James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersveth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, CaptainHerbertMerton 
Kemp, George 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
| Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 
| Kimber, Henry 
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King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Heury 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J,H. (Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, David J(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 


Education 





Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter | 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank | 
Elibank, Master of } 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Fenwick, Charles 

Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Giant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 





{COMMONS} 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
O’Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt.Hn. Chas. Thomson | 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) | 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney | 
Ropner, Colonel Robert | 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- | 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(IsleofWight | 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East | 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) ' 





NOES. 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Manrice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Crae, George 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) | 





Bill. 996 


Stanley, Hon.Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charies Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G(OxfdU niv. 
Thompson, Dr. EC( Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. SirC. EH(Sheffiela 
Walrond, RtHn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Col. C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt HnC. R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen E.) 


Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan, Gower 


| Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 


Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Wason, Eugene 


| Weir, James Galloway 


White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halitax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES.— 
Mr. Schwann and Mr. 
Brynmor Jones. 
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(12.45.) Question put, 


{13 NovEMBER 1902} 


“That the | 


Bill. 998 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 199 ; 


Clause, as amended, stand part of the | Noes, 93. (Division List No. 517.) _ 


Bill.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn.Gerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
signold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
sowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
sutcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F, (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C,W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. HnJ.A.(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Lrwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,Sir Horatio D(Chatham 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon- Hartland SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 


AYES. 


| Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
| Galloway, William Johnson 
| Gartit, William 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
| Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 
| Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE W(B’ryS. Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhonse, Henry(Somerset,E. ) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield ,Brightside 
Howard,Jobn( Kent Faversh’m 
Hozier, fF oo.JamesHenry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway Rt. Hon. Sir John H. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell,WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’ w 














Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. JchnP. (Galway, N.) 
O’ Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassvon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinelair, Louis (Romfo-d) 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ. 
Thompson,DrE C(Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC.E. H(Sheftield 
Walrond,Rt Hn. Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C. E.(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H (Ashton und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibal 
Wilson,A. Stanley (York,E. R. ) 
Wilson, John (G 4 a 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


{COMMONS} Bill. 1000 
Wylie, Alexander TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
y Sir Alexander Acland- 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 


Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud ; Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea ; Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Donglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings. 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Evans, Samuel T. (Giamorgan 
Fenwick, Charles 
Gladstone, RtHn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Dauiel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Clause 15 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 6, line 29, to leave out the words, | 
‘A local education authority,’ 
‘An authority having powers under 
this Act.’?”—(Sir William Anson.) 


words, 


Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibauk, Master of 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan | M'Crae, George 
i | Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Fenwick, Charles 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RtHn.C. R( Northants 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan, Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. K.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
| Price, Robert John Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
| Priestley, Arthur | Wilson,Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
| Rea, Russell | Wilson, Henry J. (York,W.R.) 
| Rickett, J. Compton | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Roberts, John Bryn(Eifion) | 
| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
| Robson, William Snowdon 
| Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
| Leng, Sir John 
| Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
M ‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
| M‘Crae, George 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
| Moss, Samuel 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| Partington, Oswald 
| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Philipps, John Wynford 


pe. 
| Pirie, Duncan V 








TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Edwart Strachey and 
Mr. Beaumont. 


| 
| 
| 


(12.58.) Question put, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 
and insert the | The Committee divided:—Ayes, 88; 
Noes, 189. (Division List No. 518.) 





AYES. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, ht. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, David Brynmur(Sw’nsea | Priestley, Arthur 
Lambert, George | Rea, Russell 
Langley, Batty Rickett, J. Compton 
Layland-Barratt, Francis Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Leng, Sir John Roe, Sir Thomas 

Levy, Maurice | Runciman, Walter 
| Lewis, Juhn Herbert | Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Lough, Thomas | Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 





Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 








Doug 
Doug 
Doxf 
Duke 
Durn 
Egert 
Faber 
Felloy 
Field 
Finch 
Finlay 
Fishe: 
Fison, 
Fitzro 
Fletch 
Forste 
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Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR(Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 





Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
peer wlan Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir Wiiliam 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W (Leeds | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen. Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) | 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Charrington, Spencer 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham | 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon | 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 














| Galloway, 
| Garfit, William 
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Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Gallowa, 

White, George (Norfclk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 


NOES. 


‘oster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S.W 
illiam Johnson 


Godson, Sir. Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts 


| Goschen,Hon. George Joachim 
| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymoua- (Cambs. 
Gretton, John 


| Groves, James Grimble 
| Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


| Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 


Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E. 
Hogg, Lindsa 


y 
| Hope,J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 


Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kemp, George 


| Kennedy, Patrick James 


Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T. (Denbigh 


| Keswick, William 
| King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence,SirJoseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles at Sa 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, [an 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
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| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

| Whittaker, Thoinas Palmer 

| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Mr. Cameron and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Frederick Wilson. 


Morgan, DavidJ(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
O’Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford. John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B. (Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas(Sumerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, Joho 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn,J.G.(OxfdUniv. 
Thompson,DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufuell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SirC K H(Shettield 
Walrond,Rt Hn. Sir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colovel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H. (Ashton und.Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
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Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander ; 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 





(1.8.) Question put, 
be there inserted.” 


AYES. 


Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S,W 
| Galloway, William Johnson 
| Garfit, William 
| Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Goschen,Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | Greene,Sir EW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Balcarres, Lord | Greune,Menry.(Gknewsharys 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey | Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Balfour, RtlinGeralaW (Leeds | Gretton, John 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Groves, James Grimble 
Beckett, Ernest William | Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Bignold, Arthur | Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Bigwood, James Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashfrd 
Bond, Edward 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- | Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 


| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. | 
| 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 





Hobhouse, Henry(SomersetE. ) 
Brymer, William Ernest 


Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Corbett,A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Lockie, John 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD (Chatham 
Dimsdale Sir Joseph Cockfield | 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon | 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward | Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Maxwell, W.J H(Dumfriesshire 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | Milvain, Thomas 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward | Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Finch, George H. | Morgan,David J(Walthamstow 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Morrell, George Herbert 
Fisher, William Hayes | Morrison, James Archibald 
Fison, Frederick William Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon | Mount, William Arthur 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Forster, Henry William Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 


Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard,John( Kent, Fav’ rsham 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
| Kennedy, Patrick James 

| Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
| Keswick, William 

| King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
| Lawson, John Grant 





| Lowe, Francis William 


Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Jan 





Bill. 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir Alexander Acland. 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther, 


“That those we The Committee divided :—Ayes, 186; 
Noes, 85. (Division List No 519.) 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
O’Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 





Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil | 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B. (Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley. Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 





Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


| Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
| Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesham | Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Thompson, Dr.EC(Monagh’n,N 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty 


| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | Valentia, Viscount ; 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | Vincent,Col.SirC.EH (Sheffield 


| Walrond,Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col A.C. E(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 





Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 
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Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.,Stroud | Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Evans,Samnel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJ ohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth. R. Leicester 
Hayne Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 6, lines 38 and 39, to leave out the 
words, ‘which has power to adopt, or has 
adopted, Part ILL. of this Act.’”--(Sir William 


Anson.) 


Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Brize, John 

Caldwell, James . 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Fcederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fenwick, Charles 
Gladstone,Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Danie! Ford 
Grittith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 





' 


| Moss, Samuel 
| Newnes, Sir George 


| Rea, Russell 
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NOES. 


Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J.A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 


Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John HL. (Denbighs. ) 
toe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 





Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
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Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Suares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt Hn.C. R(Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radelitte) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. K.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham. Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Wason and Mr. 
Dunean. 


(1.18.) Question put, ‘‘ That the words 
propo:ed to be le t out stand part of the 


| 
| Clause.” 





Noes, 187. 


AYES. 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 





Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 85 ; 
(Division List No. 520.) 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnc.R (Northants) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Mr. Weir and Mr. Corrie 
Grant. 
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NOES 


| Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH mlets 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Balcarres, Lord Greene,SirEW(B’ryS. Edm’nds 
Balfour, —_ C. B. (Hornsey) | Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW.(Leeds | Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 


Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Bignold, Arthur Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Bigwood, James Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Bond, Edward | Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd 


Balfour, Kenneth R. 
Beckett, Ernest William 








Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Bowles,Capt. H.F.(Middlesex) | Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Brown,AlexanderH. (Shropsh. ) | Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Brymer, William Errest | Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Bull, William James | Hogg, Lindsay 

Bullard, Sir Harry | Hope,J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 





Butcher, John George | Howard,Jobn(Kent,Faversh’m 
Carlile, William Walter | Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Hudson, George Bickersteth | 
Cautley, Henry Strother | Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton | 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | Kemp, George 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston M+nor) | Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Chamberlain,RtHn.J.A(Wore. | Kennedy, Patrick James 
Chapman, Edward Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T,( Denbigh) 
Charrington, Spencer Keswick, William 

Churchill, Winston Spencer | King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Clare, Octavius Leigh | Knowles, Lees 

Clive, Captain Percy A. | Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Lawrence,SirJoseph(Monm’th | 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Lawrence, Wm. F’. (Liverpool) | 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Lawson, John Grant 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Cranborne, Viscount | Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Crossley, Sir Savile | Lockie, John 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles | Long,Col. CharlesW (Evesham | 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham | Lopg,RtHn. Walter (Bristol,S. | 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield | Lowe, Francis William 
Dixon-Hartland.SirFredDixon | Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Doughty, George | Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 
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| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N, 
O’Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliffe, K. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George. 

Ritchie, Rt. Hp. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


| Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, A bel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(O:mskirk 
Stanley Edward Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, Jobn 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxfd Univ. 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 


| Tomlinson,Sir William Edw.M 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH. (Shettield 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord. Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 


Macdona, Jehn Cumming | Welby,Lt-ColA.C.E. (Tuwunton 


| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
| M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) | Whiteley, H(Ashton-und. Lyne 


Durning-Lawience, Sir Edwin | 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 


| 


| 
| 
| 


| Milvain, Thomas 


Majendie, James A. H. | Willox, Sir Johu Archibald 
Malcolm, Ian | Wilson,A.Stanley (York, E.R. 
Massey- Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Maxwell, WJH.(Dumfriesshire | Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

| Wylie, Alexander 





Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 

Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | 

Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | 
| 


| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy | 
| More,Robt.Jasper (Shropshire) | 
| Morgan, DavidJ(Walth’mstow | 
Morrell, George Herbert 

Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


Forster, Henry William 
Mount, William Arthur 


Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick,S. W 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 6, line 43, to leave out the words 
from the word * Act,’ to the end of the Clause, 
and to add the words, ‘and in that case the 
powers and duties of the authority under this | Anson.) 


Act shall cease, 
if the powers and duties relinquished include 
powers as to elementary education, shall as re- 
Spects those powers and duties be part of the 
area of the County Council.’”—(Su William 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES.— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


and the area of the authority 
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Clause.” 


Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Dewar, JohnA. (Inverness-shire 








Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 


Agg-:ardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn. Gerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
signold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 


(1.27.) Question put, “That the words tee 
proposed to be left out stand part of the | Noes, 183. (Division List No. 521.) 
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AYES. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 

Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William: 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


NOES. 


Jollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir nis 
Forster, Henry William 


Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W | 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 


| Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 


Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 


| Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 81 ; 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

Spencer, Rt Hn.C. R.( Northants 

Strachey, Sir Edward 

| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 

| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 

| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 

| Thomas,J. A(Glamorg’n,Gower 

| Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 

| Tomkinson, James 

| Toulmin, George 

| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene 

| Weir, James Galloway 

| White, George (Norfolk) 

| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 

| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Whittaker. Thomas Palmer 

Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid) 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


AYES— 
Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Soares and 
Charles Morley. 


Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
| Hogg. Lindsay 
Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard,J ohn(Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kemp, George 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
| Lockie, John 
| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
| Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Edm’nds | Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
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Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M:Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. 

Malcolm, Ian 

Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfries-sh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J.(Walth mst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,Rt Hn A Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian , 
Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N. 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


(1.38.) Question put, 
words be there added.” 


Ageg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Arkwright, Jobn Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

sain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Salfour, Capt. ©. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh 
Bry mer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C, W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crabborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


“That those 


{COMMONS} 


; Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

| Parkes, Ebenezer 

| Perey, Earl 

| Pierpoint, Robert 

| Pretyman, Ernest George 

| Purvis, Robert 

| Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 

| Raseh, Major Frederic Carne 

| Rateliff, R. F. 

| Reid, James (Greenock) 

| Remnant, James Farquharson 

| Renwick, George 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

| Ropner, Colonel Robert 

| Royds, Clement Molyneux 

| Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 

| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 

| Seely, Maj.J. E. B(Isle of Wight 

| Smith,Abel H. (Hertford,East) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 

| Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


| Noes, 81. 


AYES. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W, 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Banratyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS.(WarwickS.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordop,MajEvans-(T’rH’ml'ts 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 








Bill. 


Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lient.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt. Hon.Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir Jchn Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley,Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 176: 
(Division List No. 522.) 


Hope, J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard,J ohn( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockie, John 

Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 


| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


M‘kKillop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm. Ian 

Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell,W J H( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


| Milvain, Thomas 


Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf’rd | 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Kobt. Jasper (Shropsh.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


| Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col.John P. (Galway,N 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. ‘Chas. Thomson 








Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, 

Bayley, Thomas (Derby shire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred, (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. V anghan- (Cardigan 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness- “sh. 


Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glrmorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsw ‘orth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 


(1.48.) Question put, ‘‘ That the Clause, 
as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Arkwright, Jokn Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
salfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
3alfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
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Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stauley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James + em 

Stroyan, John 

Stratt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson, Dr EC(Monagh’n,N 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 








NOES. 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
| Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Burratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
M‘Crae, George 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charies (Breconshire) 
| Moss, ‘Samuel 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 
| Riekett, J. Compton 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Runciman, Walter 
| Samuel, Herbert L. Cleveland 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Statford) 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 





Noes, 83. 


AYES. 


Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middles’x 
| Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
| Brymer. William Ernest 
| Bull, William James 
| Bullard, Sir Harry 
| Butcher, John Ge: rge 
Carlile, William W alter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
| Cautley, Henry Strother 
| Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
| Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
! Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A.(Wore 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 


Bill. 


Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. Sir CE H(Sheftield 
Walrond, Rt Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A. C.E(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und, Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John te 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. " B. Stuart- 
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| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wylie, Alexander 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 


Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C. R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,J. A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, C harles Philips 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York. E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thoma: Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk. Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Allen’ and Mr. 
Goddard. 


178 ; 


523.) 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalry mple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir HoratioD(Chatham 


A. E. 
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Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield , 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Willlam Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants., W. | 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon | 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W | 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick | 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE W(B’ryS. Edmn’ds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) | 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside | 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Kemp, George 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. | 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 


Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.,Stroud / 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. b. 
Krigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Gladstone, Rt Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 





{COMMONS} 


King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 


| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 


Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 


| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 


| Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth 


Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘kKillop, James (Stirlingshire 


; Majendie, James A. H. 


Malcolm, Ian 


| Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 


Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 


| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, Davids (Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 


| Morrison, James Archibald 
, Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


Mount, William Arthur 


, Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 


NOES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R, Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seaie- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Bull. 


| Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Maior Frederic Carne 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Remnant, James Farquharson 

Renwick, George 

Ritchie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 

Roberts,Samuel (Sheffield) 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 

Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 

Seely,Maj.J.E.B. (IsleofWight 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 

Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 

Stanley, Hon Arthur (Ormskirk 

Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Stock, James Henry 

| Stroyan. John 

| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

| Thompson, Dr EC (Monagh’n,N 

| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 

| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

| Tuke, Sir John Batty 

| Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC E H(Sheffield 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH. 











| Warde, Colonel C. E. 
| Welby,Lt-ColA.C.E. (Taunton 


Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
| Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyne 


Wilson,A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow 


| Willox, Sir John Archibald 


| Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

| Wyhe, Alexander 

| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES - 
Sir Alexander Acland. 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert Joha 

Priestley, Arthur 

tea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statiord) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. Jobn G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 








Toulmin, George 


1016 








sti 


W 


Agg 
Ark) 
Arnc 
Arro 
Atki 
Bain 
Bale: 
Balfo 
dalfc 
Balfo 
Bign 
Bigw 
Blun 
Bowl 
Brook 
SrOw: 
Brym 
Bulla 
Butel: 
Carlil 
Carso: 
Cautl 
Caven 
Caven 


VO 


1016 
ume 


arson 


mson 
l) 
kney) 


Lx 
ford- 
ander 
Vight 
East) 
arks 

rand) 
skirk 
Lerset 


lley 
ter) 
bnN 
v. M. 
ard 


field 
amH. 


inton 
uloyd 
Lyne 
ld 
E.R. 


Mare- 
rge 


YES - 
land. 
ather 


aland 
flord) 
3.) 


e) 
y 


hants 


sliffe) 
n, E.) 
n, E.) 
ower 


V.R.) 








1017 Nducation 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Clause 16 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 7, lines 10 and 11, 


words, ‘as respects a Provisional Order con- 
Eeducation Committee.’ ”—(Sir 


stituting an 
William Anson.) 


Allen,Charles P.(Gloue. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank Master of 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJ olin 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O, 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
dalfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Brooktield, Colonel Montague 
drown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


{13 NovemBer 1902} 


Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J, (York, W.R.) 


Bill. 1018 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 


Mr. Herbert Roberts and 
Mr. Cremer, 





| (1.59.) Question put, “ That the words 
| proposed to be left out stand part of the 


| Clause.” 
to leave out the | 


Noes, 173. 


AYES. 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 

| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
| Moss, Samuel 

| Newnes, Sir George 

| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur, 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

toberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 








NOES. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Ashton Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHn. J A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. ThomasH.A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir, HoratioD. (Chatham 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 





Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 


VOL, CXIV, [Fourtu 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 


SERIES. | 2N 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 81; 


(Division List No. 524.) 


Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F.W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomk nson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George(York,W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen and 
Captain Norton. 





Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
| Finch, George H. 

' Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W 
Garfit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred’rick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir E W (B’ryS. Edm’ds 
Greene, W.Raymond- (Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murra 
Hamilton,Rt.Hn, Ld.G(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd 
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Maxwell,W.J H(Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamsto’ 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 

| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
| Murray, RtHnA.Gr: tham(I sute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Nicholson, William Graham’ 

| Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Perey, Earl] 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.P, (Shettield, Brightside | 
Howard, Jolin Kent Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Rt. Hon.Sir JohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) | 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,SirJoseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry | Purvis, Robert 

Lockie, Joha | Randles, John 8. 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Rankin, Sir James 

Long, ‘ol. Charles W.( Evesham | tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Lone, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. | Reid, James (Greenock) 

Lowe e, Francis William temnant, James Farquharson 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | Renwick, George 
Lueas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth | Ritenie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Maedona, John Cumming Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire | Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Majendie, James A. H. Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hon. W.F | Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 





Amendment proposed— 
“In page 7, line 18, to leave out the word | ‘ but 
‘but, and insert the words, ‘and any such 

scheme or any Provisional Order made for the 
purposes of such a scheme.’ ”—(Sir 


Noes, 172. 


Anson.) 
AYES. 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 

Helme, Norval Watson 

Atherley-Jones, L. Horniman, Frederick John 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 

Brigg, John | Lambert, George 

Caldwell, James | Langley, Batty 

oe Richard Knight pen Barratt, Francis 
Cawley, Frederick | Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Channing, Francis Allston | Levy, Maurice 

Craig, Robert Hunter | Lewis, John Herbert 


Allen, Chas. P. (Glone., Stroud 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Cremer, bony Randal | M‘Crae, George : 
Dalziel, James Henr | Markham, Arthur Basil ; 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Yune an 

Price, Robert John 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Fenwick, Charles 
Gladstone, RtHin. Herbert Jobn | Priestley, Arthur 

Goddard, Daniel Ford Rea, Russell 

Grant, Corrie | Rickett, J Compton 

Griffith, Ellis J. Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton Roe, Sir Thomas 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester funciman, Walter 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 








| Seely, Maj. J. E. B 


(2.10) Question put, 
stand part of the Clause.” 


l om :, 
William |. Lhe Committee 
| (Division List No. 525.) 





Bill. 


Sadler, Col. a Alexander 
.(L. of Wight 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, i.) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson, Dr. EC( Monagh’nN 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
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| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Tuke, Sir John Batty 

V. alentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirU EH(Shettield 
Walrond, RtHn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 
Wharton, Rt.’Hon. John Lloyd 


| Whiteley,H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
| Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 


| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES - 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


“That the word 


divided : 


Ayes, 77; 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


Spencer, RtHn.C .R.( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, ‘l'heodore C. (Radcliffe 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E. 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


AYES— 
and 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. George White 
Mr. Toulmin, 
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Ark 
Arn 
Ar Tr 





}020 


ider 
ight 
E.) 
irks 
und) 
<irk 


rset 


field 
nH. 


ton) 
loyd 
syne 


vord 


er 
Mid. 
y.R.) 
Lid.) 
"ES— 
and 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O, 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

tullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ. A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett,A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin, Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHorat ioD.(Chatham 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cock field 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 


Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W. 





{13 NovempBer 1902} 
NOES. 


Garfit, William 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets | 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,SirEW (BryS. Edin’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(Midd’x 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsa 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard,John(Kent,aversh m 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T, (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Law,Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Corrie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lueas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macedona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘kKillop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, SirRobert Gray C. 
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Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


| Reid, James (Greenock) 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ritchie, Rt Hon. Chas. Thomson 


| Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexandra 
Seeley,Maj.J EB(Isle of Wight 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley,EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson, Dr EC(Monagh’n,N 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H.(Shef'ld 
Walrond, Rt. HnSir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Asht’n und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,A.Stanley( York,E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wrightson,Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NogEs.— 
Sir Alexander Acland 


Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


(2.18.) Question put, ‘“‘ That the words, | Order made for the purposes of such a 
‘and any such scheme or any Provisional | scheme’ be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :— Ayes, 168 ; Noes, 75, 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 


| Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


AYES. 





Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Balfour, Rt 
| Balfour,Kenneth R. (Christch. 


(Division List No. 526.) 


Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
n Gerald W (Leeds 
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Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. ) 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V C W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A, Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cock field 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon, A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick, SW. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon,MajEvans(T’ rH’ mlets 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Allen,Chas. P.(Gloue., Stroud. | 
| Fenwick, Charles 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 














| Griffith, Ellis J. 

| Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 

| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
| Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 

| Helme, Norval Watson 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Bill. 
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Greene,SirEW(B’ryS’Edm’nds ; Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) | Nicholson, William Graham 
Gretton, John | Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Groves, James Grimble | Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill | O’Doherty, William 
Guthrie, Walter Murray | Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x | Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf rd | Parkes, Ebenezer 
Hare, Thomas Leigh | Pretyman, Ernest George 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. | Purvis, Robert 
Hoare, Sir Samuel Randles, John 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George Rankin, Sir James 

Hogg, Lindsay | Reid, James (Greenock) 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside | Remnant, James Farquharson 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m | Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas.'Thomson 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Jessel,CaptainHerbert Merton | Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. | Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Kennedy, Patrick James Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) | Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Keswick, Wiiliam | Seely, Maj. E.J.B(Isle of Wight 
King, Sir Henry Seymour | Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Knowles, Lees | Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th | Stanley,Hon rthur (Ormskirk 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Lawson, John Grant | Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage | Stock, James Henry 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | Stroyan, John 

Llewellyn, Evan Henry Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Lockie, John Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’nN. 
Long,Col.CharlesW,(Evesham | Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. | Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Lowe, Francis William Valentia, Viscount 

Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | Vincent,ColSirC.E. H(Sheffield 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | Walrond, RtHn. Sir WilliamH. 
Macdona, John Cumming Warde, Colonel C. E. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | Welby,Lt-Col. A. C.E(Taunt’n 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) | Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Majendie, James A. H. Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. | Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Maxwell,W.JH (Dumfriesshire | Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R ) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Milvain, Thomas | Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy Wylie, Alexander 

More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 
Murray, RtHn.A Graham(Bute 


NOES. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Lewis, John Herbert 

M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 

| Moss, Samuel 

Newnes. Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

; Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn Herbert John 


Grant, Corrie 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 
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Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) | 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

S ares, Ernest J. 
Spencer,Rt.HnC. R. (Northants 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E.) 


Education 
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Thomson, F.W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 





Thomas,J A(Glam’rgan, Gower 


Amendment proposed— 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


(2.28.) 


Question put, “ That 
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Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Wilson,Fred. W (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, HenryJ (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES. — 
Mr. Charles Shaw and 
Mr. Batty Langley. 





those 


words be there added.” 


“In page 7, line 19, at the end, to add the | 


words ‘as a scheme for establishing an Educa- | 


| The Committee divided :— Ayes, 167; 
(Division List No. 527.) 


tion Committee under this 


William Anson.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHo Gerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. ) 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H.F.(Middlesex 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ A(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratio D(Chatham 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cock field 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 














Act.’ = —( Sir pass 
Noes, 75. 
AYES. 


| Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernun 


Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS( Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEd mnds 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. | 


Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gutbrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Liudsay 


eo? 


Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 


Howard,John(Kent.Faversh’m | 


Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 


Jessel,Captain HerbertMerton | 


Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Henvage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, Joha Cumining 
M‘Arthur, Charies (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 


| Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. | Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-fhompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
| More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, David J.(Walth’ mst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,RtHnA.Grabam(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
| Nicol, Donald Ninian 
| Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
-almer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Perey, Earl 
| Pierpoint, Robert 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 
| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
| Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely,Maj.J. E.B.(Isle of Wight) 
| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
| Smith, James Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Thompson, Dr.EC(Monagh’n,N 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


| Valentia, Viscount 
| Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H (Sh’ffi’ld 


Walrond,Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamH. 
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Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton ; Wilson,A. Stanley (York, E.R.) | TELLERS FOR THE Ayes, 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd | Wilson, John (Glasgow) | Sir Alexander Acland. 
Whiteley, H. (Asht’n und.Lyne | Wylie, Alexander | Hood and Mr. Anstruther 
Willox, Sir John Archibald | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 

NOES. 
Allen,CharlesP(Gloue.,Stioud Horniman, Frederick John Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Atherley-Jones, L. Jones, DavidBrynmor(Sw’nsea | Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) Lambert, George Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Brigg, John Langley, Batty Soares, Ernest J. 
Caldwell, James Layland-Barratt, Francis Spencer,RtHn C. R. (Northants 
Causton, Richard Knight Leigh, Sir Joseph Deus Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Cawley, Frederick Levy, Maurice Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Channing, Francis Allston | Lewis, John Herbert Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Craig, Robert Hunter | M‘Crae, George Tomkinson, James 
Cremer, William Randal | Markham, Arthur Basil Toulmin, George 
Dalziel, James Henry Morley, Charles (Breconshire) Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | Moss, Samuel Wason, Eugene 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | Newnes, Sir George Weir, James Galloway 
Duncan, J. Hastings Norton, Capt. Cecil William White, George (Norfolk) 
Edwards, Frank Nussey, Thomas Willans White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Elibank, Master of Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) Whiteley, George (York,W.R. 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) Philipps, John Wynford Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Fenwick, Charles Pirie, Dunean V. Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerhertJohn | Price, Robert John Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | Priestley, Arthur Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Grant, Corrie Rea, Russell 
Griffith, Ellis J. Rickett, J. Compton 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | Roe, Sir Thomas Mr. Henry J. Wilson and 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. SirArthurD. | Runciman, Walter Mr. Herbert Samuel. 
Helme, Norval Watson Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


(2.43.) Question put, ‘‘ That the Clause,| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 166; 


as amended, stand part of the Bill.” Noes, 71. (Division List No. 528.) 
AYES. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole , Groves, James Grimble 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Guest, Hen. [vor Churchill 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Cranborne, Viscount | Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Arrol, Sir William Crossley, Sir Savile | Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Midd x 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Cubitt, Hon. Henry Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashfrd 
Bain, Col. James Robert Dalrymple, Sir Charles | Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Balearres, Lord Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham | Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B, (Hornsey) | Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield | Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Balfour,Rt HnGeraldW (Leeds | Doughty, George | Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Balfour. Kenneth R.(Christch. | Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Hogg, Lindsay 
Bignold, Arthur Doxford,Sir William Theodore | Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Bigwood, James Duke, Henry Edward Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Hozier,Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 


Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex | Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | Kemp, George 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward | Kennaway,Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | Kennedy, Patrick James 


Brymer, William Ernest Finch, George H. Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Bull, William James Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Keswick, William 

Bullard, Sir Harry Fisher, William Hayes Knowles, Lees 

Butcher, John George Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon | Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Carlile, William Walter Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Lawrence,SirJoseph(Monm’th 
Cautley, Henry Strother Forster, Heury William Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S. W. | Lawson, Jolin Grant 
Cavendish, V.C.W,(Derbyshire) | Galloway, William Johnson Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick | Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J,A(Wore. | Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts | Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


Chapman, Edward Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim | Lockie, John 

Charrington, Spencer Goulding, Edward Alfred Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Clare, Octavius Leigh Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Long,Col,Charles W (Evesham 
Clive, Captain Percy A. Greene,SirF W(B’rySEdm’nds) | Long,Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Greene, W.RKaymond-(Cambs.) | Lowe, Francis William 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Gretton, John Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
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Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W JH (Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 





More Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morzan,Davidd(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald | 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mow bray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Marray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Nie holson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway,N. 
OQ Doherty, William 

Orr- Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar,John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Fenwick, Charles 
Gladstone, RtHn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson. 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Clause 17 :— 


(2.48) Question put, ‘ That the Clause | 


stand part of the Bill.” 


Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 


| Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbt. John 


| Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
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Parkes, Ebenezer 

Perey, Eart 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest George 

Purvis, Robert 

Rankin. Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne | 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Rernnant, James Farquharson 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Zohertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


| Ropner, Colonel Robert 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadier, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Maj.J. E. B. (Isleof Wight 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford East) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. )| 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset | 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) | 
Stock, James Henry 


| Stroyan, John 


NOES 


Jones, David Brynmor (Sw’nsea 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 


| Priestley, Arthur 
| Rea, Russell 


Aickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 





Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. 





Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
(Chichester) 





| Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’ n,N 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Valentia, Viscount 


' Vincent,Col.SirC EH (Sheftield 
| Walrond, RtHn.Sir WilliamH. 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 
E(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, Jolin (Glasgow) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, ‘Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

ea RtHn.C. R.( Northants 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

rag Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 

W hite, George (Nor folk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham,Mid. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoKks— 
Mr. Samuel Evans and 
Mr. Trevelyan. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 61’; 


Noes, 154. 


AYES. 
Duncan, J. Hastings | 
Edwards, Frank | 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 





(Division List No. 529.) 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philip; 8, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 
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Soares, Ernest J.’ 

Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
Thomas,J A(Glamorg’n, Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
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Rea, Russell 
Rickett, J.,.Compton | 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Roe, Sir Thomas | 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. | 





Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


NOES. 


the House. 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid 
| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 





Mr. Samuel Evans and 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
| Mr. Trevelyan, 
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| Foster,Philip S(Warwick,S. W | Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C; 
Godson,Sir Augustus Fred’ rick | Murray, Rt Hn. A.Graham(Bute 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts | Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
3alearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh, 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William Ernest 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 

Cautley, Henry Strother 

Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

Chamberlain, Rt. HnJ A( Wore. 

Chapman, Edward 

Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 

Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 


Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir EW(B'ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray7 
Hamilton RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope,J.F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kemp, George 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 





Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 


Long,Col.Charles W. (Evesham 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles | Lowe, Francis William 
Davies,Sir Horatio D.(Chath’m | Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield | Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 
Doughty, George | Macdona, John Cumming 
Douglas, Rt. oes, A. Akers- | M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore | M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) | 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Majendie, James A. H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriesshire | 





Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | Meysey-Chompson, Sir H. M. | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | Milvain, Thomas | 
Finch, George H. | Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Finlay, SirRobert Bannatyne | More, Robt.Jasper (Shropshire) 
Fisher, William Hayes | Morgan, David J( Walthamst’w 
Fitzroy,Hon. EdwardAlgernon | Morrell, George Herbert 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Morrison, James Archibald 
Forster, Henry William | 


Mount, William Arthur 
The CHAIRMAN left the Chair to make 


his Report to the House. Order 


October last, 


Committee report Progress ; 
again tomorrow. 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

| Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N.) 

O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 

| -almer, Walter (Salisbury) 

| Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

| Pierpoint, Robert 

| Pretyman, Ernest George 

Purvis, Robert 

| Rankin, Sir James 

| Reid, James (Greenock) 

Remnant, James Farquharson 

Ritchie, Rt Hon,Chas. Thomas 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 

| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 

| Seely,Maj.J.E.B. (Isleof Wight 

| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 








Lawrence,SirJoseph(Monm’th | Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


| 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt HonSirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Weiby,Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H (Ashton-und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Jolin (Glasgow) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
of the 


House of the 16th 
adjourned the House with- 


to sit | out Quetion put. 
Adjourned at Three o’clock, a.m. 





Member. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. | TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
: . ‘ 4 , Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
“y Friday, 14th November, 1902. Census’ Winenien Annual Series, No. 
, & : 
+) The House met at Twelve of the Clock- ao anapenne): te Se. upon: Re 
nd | ADJOURNMENT. COUNTY BOROUGHS (IRELAND). 
Resolved, That this House, at the| Return ordered, “showing (1) the 
rising of the House this day, do adjourn | total rateable value of each of the 
till Monday next. — (Sir Alezander | County Boroughs in Ireland; {2) the 
C: Acland-Hood.) _ borrowing powers of each, distinguishing 
ate | between their powers under the Public 
ry) 9s PETITIONS. | Health (Ireland) Act and local Acts (if 
u 3 sudan | any); (3) the amount borrowed by each 
‘.) .J£ EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | County Borough on the security of the 
; BILL. | rates, distinguishing loans from (a) Local 
y = Petitions against: from Enfield (five) ;| Loans Fund, (b) stock, (c) other sources 
| > Southgate; Edmonton; Stirling; and) (exciusive of loans entirely repaid on 
: Gloucester ; to lie upon the Table. the Ist day of January last); (4) the 
; /amount of loans repaid up to the Ist 
= EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) day ot January last (exclusive ot 
c BILL. loans entirely repaid on the Ist day 
= Petition from Frampton -on - Severn, | of January last); (5) the rate in the 
son = for alteration ; to lie upon the Table. | pound for all purposes levied in each 
aS 3 ae? ee . = _.,_.. | County Borough during the years 1899, 
= : EDUCATION a AND WALES) 1900, poe 1901; oe (6) the income 
: ey ae ee on f re | if any) of each County Borough from 
2 oo li the Tabl ertree, im flavour) sources other than the rates.” —(Mr. 
roe , '0 He upon the lable. | O'Doherty.) 
ght > SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON | ; eri ides i ; 
ast) fis SUNDAY BILL. | QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
a : _ Petitions in favour: from Aldborough ; | CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
: Adlington; and Hunstanton; to lie| ar. 
2 upon the Table. | Education Bill—Expenses of Local 
y 2 | Education Authorities. 
DN C RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
M. §& —_—— | Molton): To ask the First Lord of the 
d ~ INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION | Treasury if the loan expenses chargeable 
a (IRELAND). to present School Board areas will be 
1H. §& Copy presented, of Additional Rule | included in the total expenses of the 
; ¢ varying the Rules and Programme of | 4uthority under Part IIL. of the Educa- 
“ EB Examinations for 1903 [by Act]; to lie | tion Bill for calculating the Aid Grant 
yne x is ~ Table, and to be printed. | payable to the local education authority. 
i , LavO. 7 ° 
. ; | (Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
. COMPANIES (WINDING-UP). | answer is in the affirmative. 
ve Copy presented, of Eleventh General | —P a 
Annual Report by the Board of Trade | Soldiers’ Gratuities on Transfer to 
ws [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to | SEES 5 SN 
ws be printed. [No. 372.] |_ Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.) : To ask the 
“% | Secretary of State for War if he will 
NAVAL EXPENDITURE AND MER. | State whether any applications for the 
CANTILE MARINE (GREAT BRITAIN | allowance of £1 for each year's service 
the a | since 1898 to which a soldier is entitled 
6th Return Presented, relative thereto | on discharge have been refused. 
vith- {ordered 17th June ; Str John [Colomb) ; | 
— upon the Table, and to be printed | (Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
me [No. 373.] | Article 1,123 of the Pay Warrant gives 
; VOL. CXIV. [FourtH Series. } 30 
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a gratuity of £1 a year on transfer to 
the reserve or discharge, under certain 
conditions, and there is naturally no 
record of a refusal to give the gratuity 
when the conditions have been fulfilled. 


Foreign-made Pencils in Government 

ces. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if directions have now been 
given that foreign pencils are no longer 
to be supplied to Government offices, 
and that pencils similar to those now in 
the Library of the House of Commons 
are to be substituted. 


(Answered ly Mr Hayes Fisher.) No 
such general directions can be given, 
irrespective of the price and quality of 
British and foreign pencils; but for 
some time past all ordinary pencils 
purchased by the Stationery Office 
(exclusive of telegraph pencils) have 
been of British origin. I am informed 
that coloured chalk pencils of the make 
and quality required for the public 
service cannot be obtained from British 
manufacturers. Similarly, it was neces- 
sary during the year 1901-1902 to 
purchase 725 gross of special drawing 
pencils of foreign make for the use of 
engineers, architects, surveyors, and 
draughtsmen. [| desire to add that, for 
some time past, all black-lead pencils 
supplied to the House of Commons 
have been of British make. 


Great Western Railway—Breakdown near 
Carmarthen. 

Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire) : To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the breakdown on the Great Western 
Railway near Carmarthen, on the evening 
of Tuesday, 16th September ; and whether 
any Board of Trade inquiry has been held 
into the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
Board of Trade have been informed by 
the Great Western Railway Company 
that on the date mentioned a train was 
delayed near the Ferryside Station owing 
to the failure of a portion of the eccentric 
gear upon the engine, but continued its 
journey as soon as another engine could 
be procured. Such an ocerrrence does 


not form a subject for an inquiry by the | 


Board. 


{COMMONS} Questions. 1036 
Crown Property in Scotland—Arrears of 
Income. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : To 
ask the Lord Advocate, in view of the fact 
that the Crown property in Scotland is 

'stated to produce an income of 
£30,789 15s. 1d., and that arrears at 
the close of the year 1901-2 amounted to 
£4,822 11s. 4d., will he state the nature 
of the subjects in respect of which these 
arrears fell due; and whether any steps 
have been taken to recover them. 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) Of 
the entire sum outstanding, £4,433 is in 
respect of surplus teinds of Elgin parish 
claimed by the Crown in respect of crops 
1856-1876 (first half), for which the 
heritors dispute their liability. The 
claim is in abeyance pending the adjust- 
ment of a final locality which will it is 
expected, make clear the rights of the 
parties. The balance consists of various 
items of small amount which are being 
dealt with. I may add that all arrears 
are fully investigated after the close of 
each financial year and any necessary 
steps then taken. 


South Africa War—Charges against 
British Officers. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) To ask 
the Secretary of State for War, whether 
the Report called for in reference to the 
charges made in the Cape Parliament 
on the 28th August has been received ; 
and, if so, will it be published ; are the 
cases being investigated ; and, if so, by 
whom. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The letter calling for this Report was 
despatched some weeks ago. The Report 
will, therefure, in all probability, reach 
the War Office some time in December. 


Army Promotions—Case of Veterinary 
Captain Spanton 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox) : To ask the'Secretary'of State for 
War if his attention has been directed to 
the appointment of Mr. J. P. Spanton to 
the rank of Veterinary Captain ; will he 
state what qualification he possesses ; and 
if his appointment is in accordance with 
Article 431 of the Royal Warrant, and 
Paragraph 40 of the Yeomanry Regula- 
tions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 


‘Temporary Veterinary Captain Spanton 
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was granted the honorary rank of Veter-| Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 

inary Captain on relinquishing his appoint-| hon. Member is now arguing on the 

ment as Veterinary Officer to the Ist | merits of the Amendment. 

Battalion Imperial Yeomanry. The | 

regulations quoted do not apply to the! EpUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 

case, as he has neither been appointed to | BILL. 

a commission in the Imperial Yeomanry | (Considered in Committee. 

at home nor to one in the Army Veterin- | 
| 
| 
| 





ary Department. (In the Committee.) 


eer |_ (Mr. J. W. Lowrner, (Cumberland, 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE Penrith) in the Chair. | 
es | Clause 18— 


meee. ~~~ > uaa Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
vial wer __, | moved the omission of sub-Section (1.) He 
(12.10.) SIR CHARLES DILKE said that the sub-Section, in effect, defined 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean): I wish all night school work as higher education, 
to ask whether the Secretary to the which was not merely absolute nonsense, 
Education Department is prepared to but dangerous nonsense. At least 75 per 
make any statement with regard to the cent. of the night school work in this 
effect of the great changes which have country was purely elementary. The 
this morning only been introduced into Government might see fit to call it higher 
the new Grant in aid Clause. Unless an education, but it could not be made 
explanation is made forthwith, there higher education by calling it so, and to 
may be no opportunity of giving one | call it so would have a most dangerous 
this afternoon. The money granted is effect. The Committee of Council’s Re- 
obviously increased in the first part of port for the present year, signed by the 
the Clause, but the last part contains Duke of Devonshire and the right hon. 
words of limitation the effect of which, Gentleman the Member for Cambridge 
I fear, may be more than to undo in University, said: “ As in previous years, 
some places what has previously been the principal subjects of instruction in 
done. evening schools under the Code were the 
elementary subjects—reading, writing, 


) 2 TTOTR : , and arithmetic.” Then the Report went 
Tag PRIME MINISTER FIRST a og br 
BaLrour, Manchester E.): I Stade ‘tlie for the grant in arithmetic ; 60,000 in 
right hon Gentleman has mistaken the | ee gee — aapooge 4 
eflect of the Clause. I do not think it on Ape sar ; Th — Pas 
will have the effect which he seems to|the vesvious year also stated that the 


: the previous year also stated that the 
fear. Whatever happens with regard | elementary subjects of reading, writing, 


to the Committee stage of the money | aud arithmetic were more taught than 
Resolution under the existing Rules, I| any other in the evening schools. In 
may point out that the Report stage | 1900, 107,000 scholars qualified for the fee 
must come on on Monday, when there grant in arithmetic, 63,000in writing 
will be ample time for discussion. and composition, 58,000 in writing and 
reading combined, and 29,000 in reading 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): This is a| and recitation. There were hundreds ot 
great surprise. columns in the Educational Blue-books 
which bore out his argument, and the 


ro . inspectors all admitted that the night 
: = ies ae ; — hon. Member | .-hool work was mainly of a purely ele- 
2 RY SHEE 50 Se. A. eee, mentary character. Dr. Williams, for 


instance, two years ago reported that 

Mr. WHITLEY: May I ask if it is | while the evening schools continued to do 
not the fact that the three-fourth limit of | good work, it was impossible to be blind 
the Parlimentary Grant is now proposed to | to the fact that much of the time allotted 
be left out ? to instruction in science was spent in 


302 
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teaching the elements of reading and 


writing. Mr. Saumarez said that the | 
| might be all right in the county boroughs 


evening schools in country districts, par- 
ticularly in Gloucestershire, could scarcely 
be called science schools, as their work 
was practically confined to reviving the 
dry bones 


northern districts, said that the great 
bulk of the night school work must 
remain purely elementary ; while Mr. 
Danby, writing from the south-east 
district, said the majority of evening 
scholars attended the classes in order to 
make up their deficiences in elementary 
subjects, and to regain what they had 
forgotten of theirschool learning. There 
were men absolutely illiterate who had 
moral courage enough to sit down 
among lads, and in one case a man of 
forty years had joined a school so that 
he might be able to read the cricket 
scores in the JSrighton Argus next 
summer. It was clear from all these 
reports that the great bulk of night 
school work was, and must remain, of 
an elementary nature, and, therefore, he 
impressed on the Government the 
extreme danger of the definition in the 
Clause. As to the financial effect, that 
would not make any difference with 
regard to county boroughs, which could 
raise as much money as they liked for 
elementary education, but it would put 
a rather heavy burden on the money at 
their disposal for other kinds of educa- 
tion. With the aid of a small grant from 
the Exchequer they had to provide for 
technical instruction, the development of 
higher education, and the training of 
pupil teachers, out of the rates, and if to 
that were to be added the provision of 
elementary night schools it would mean 
overburdening the amount of money at 
their disposal. He was told the other 
night that all he cared for was elementary 
instruction. If that were so he would 
hail with satisfaction this proposal of the 
Government, because it would leave so 
much more money free for elementary 
education by transferring the burden of 
these schools to the secondary education 
fund. But it was doing a serious injury 
to higher education, and, therefore, he 
opposed it. It was vitally essential to 
keep the night school in close touch with 
the day school; they must not have the 
two divorced, 


Dr. Maenamera. 
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Mr. Freeland, reporting from one of the | 


otherwise the children, 
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leaving the day school would never 
find their way into the night school. It 


and the rural areas, where there would 
be practically one authority, but in the 
140 municipal boroughs with over 
10,000 population and the sixty-one 
urban districts with over 20,000 
population, there would be no co- 
ordination of education, because the 
authority would be a divided one. 
This difficulty had arisen because 
of the enormous changes made in 
the Bill, and he would suggest to the 
Government that they should drop the 
defirition Clause right out. It was not 
wanted now, and the Secretary to the 
Board of Education, recognising that a 
great deal of the work was elementary, 
could supply the local authorities with 
two codes—a night schocl code for 
elementary work and a night school code 
for higher work. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 7, line 28, to leave out sub-Section 
(1).°-—(Dr. Macnamara.) 


Question proposed “That sub-Section 
(1) stand part of the Clause.” 


*(12.30) THe SECRETARY oF THE 
BOARD oFEDUCATION Sir Wittiam 
ANSON Oxford University ) saidthis matter 
was not being discussed ior the first time. 
The hon. Member for North Camberwell 
had no doubt advanced a formidable 
array of reasons why evening schools 
should continue to be regarded as public 
elementary schools. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Some of them. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said the 
Government thought it was very desir- 
able that there should be a definition 
of a public elementary school, and that 
definition they had endeavoured to put 
into this Ciause. The present condition 
of the evening schools was very clearly 
and fully described by the late Vice- 
President of the Council in the debate 
which took place on the Education 
Estimates last year, when he described 
the evening schools as the most 
chaotic part of the whole of our 
chaotic system. The Government hoped 
that in the future adults would not have 
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to go to evening schools in order to 
obtain education which they ought to 
have got in the public elementary day 
schools, 
system described by the hon. Member 
was a Satisfactory system. It was a 
reflection on the working of our element- 


ary schools that so large a proportion of | 


the evening continuation classes should 
be made up of adults who wanted to 
learnto read anewspaper. The Govern- 
ment hoped that state of things would 
be remedied, and that a very much 
smaller proportion of the work done in 
the evening schools would be of an 
elementary character. As the Clause 
stood, there was nothing to prevent 
elementary education being given in 
the evening schools. It was desirable 
that schools so miscellaneous in the 
character of their teaching, and so 
miscellaneous in the age of the persons 
who received that teaching, should be 
separated from the public elementary 
day schools, which were intended to 
provide the best education they could 
devise for boys and girls who had 
to go forth to the work of life. It 
must be borne in mind that some 
of the most valuable work of these 
evening schools was carried on outside the 
range of elementary education, and was 
not entitled to be paid for out of the 
rates, but was paid for out of the rates 
before the Cockerton judgment. The 
Government wanted to give full power to 
the local authorities to adapt the evening 
schools in their areas to the needs of 
their districts. He thought that the 
municipal authorities who would have 
the power to raise a penny rate under 
Clause 3 would not beslowto exercise that 
power to meet the wants of the popula- 
tion. 
authority would find no great difficulty 
in securing that elementary education 
should work on into higher elementary 
and secondary education with the smooth- 
ness that was desired to be effected by 
this Bill. The grants made to these 
evening continuation schools were liberal 
enough. Of course not less than 25 


per cent. of the expenditure had to be) 


provided out of the local contributions, 
but with the assistance now contemplated 
he did not think they would be starved, 
that the elementary education given in 
them would not be adequate to the 


requirements of the population, or that 
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He hoped that the local education | 
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| the higher education would in any way 
| be found to be deficient for the wants of 
the particular area. The object of this 
Clause was really to differentiate the 
various classes of schools. They could 
not divide the work of one evening school 
into elementary and secondary. They 
must regard the evening schools as a 
| whole, and give the local authority full 
power to deal with them. He could not 
help thinking that the Clause as it stood 
would promote smoothness of working 
both for the local authority and the 
Department, and the efficiency of the 
education given in the schools. 


' Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said the 
time at their disposal for discussion was 
very limited indeed, and he would, 
therefore, be as brief as possible. But he 
desired to point out that under the 
guise of a definition Clause they were 
introducing a substantial and important 
change. Technically, he admitted they 
were carrying out the Cockerton judg- 
ment and perpetuating what the Cocker- 
ton judgment declared to be the law. ’But 
for many years before that judgmnet 
was passed these schools were treated as 
elementary, and, therefore, in reversing 
their position they were making a new 
departure under the guise of an inter- 
pretation Clause. He had listened with 
interest to the speech of the Secretary to 
the Board of Education in defence of the 
Clause, but they could not ignore the 
fact that the largest part of the educa- 
tion given in most of the evening schools 
of the country was elementary, and it 
would have been a far simpler plan tc 
have either divided the elementary from 
the secondary education, or else to have 
invited the secondary authority todelegate 
the control of so much as was elementary 
to the elementary authority, which he 
was sure they would be willing to do. 
The hon. Gentleman had expressed a 
hope that secondary education would 
have ample provision made for it, and 
that elementary education would be so 
improved that the need for giving it 
in night schools would not continue. 
But those who were acquainted with 
the conditions of rural life well knew 
that for some time to come, at all 
events, many children in our rural 
‘districts would, unless our educational 
| system was screwed up to a much higher 
| point, leave the day schools imperfectly 
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furnished with a knowledge of elementary 
subjects. Any clergyman who took an 


interest in school work would tell them | 


that unless evening schools were pro- 
vided the children would relapse into 
ignorance after leaving the day schools. 


They must adapt their system to that | 


state of things and endeavour to keep 
young people between fifteen and seven- 
teen years of age in touch with the 
elementary teachers. He was sorry that 
the Government did not realise the true 
facts of the case. There were three 
reasons why he objected to the scheme 
of this definition Clause. The first reason 
was that this education was elementary, 
and would continue to be elementary. 
What was the use of calling a thing by 
another name? It was elementary educa- 
tion before the Cockerton judgment, and 
the Cockerton judgment had not altered 
the facts. Secondly, the elementary part 
of the education given in these evening 
schools ought to be under the authority 
which controlled elementary education. 
That was common-sense. But under this 
Clause they were creating the overlapp- 
ing and conflict of authority which 
the Bill was intended to remove. Lastly, 
there was the question of expense. It 
was common ground that their greatest 
need was to develop secondary education. 
Under this Clause they would take a 
large and costly branch of education and 
throw it over to secondary education. By 
doing so they made it less likely that the 
higher branches of secondary education 
could be provided for out of the rates. 
Fear of an increase in the rates would be 
the dominant feeling in many counties, 
and, as elementary education must be 
provided for, it would be secondary edu- 
cation that would go to the wall. That 
in itself was conclusive against this 
change, and in the interests of second- 
ary education as well as of the children 
whose education had been neglected and 
for whom evening schools were so much 
needed, he earnestly hoped that the 
Committee would not approve this defini- 
tion Clause. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said that the evening schools 
used to be under two separate Depart- 
ments of the Government and two 
separate local authorities. They were 
under the Science and Art Department 


and the Board of Education until the | 


Mr. Bryce. 
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| Cockerton judgment, which decided that 


no evening school could be a public 
elementary school if it taught persons 
above the age of childhood anything else 
than elementary instruction, gave the 
Board of Education an opportunity of 
putting an end to the chaos. During 
the last year or two these schools had 
ceased to be public elementary schools and 
had become schools for higher instruction. 
It was true that in the schools of higher 
instruction which took the place of the 
evening elementary schools, a great deal 
of elementary instruction was given; and 
it was a great disgrace to our elementary 
system that it should be necessary to 
teach again to young persons of seventeen 
the things which the public had already 
paid for them to learn. But this in- 
struction was only given to prepare the 
pupils for technical education. Under 
a Minute issued by the Board of Educa- 
tion, power was reserved to School 
Boards to carry on evening schools for 
teaching elementary subjects to children; 
but in only twenty cases had the power 
been exercised. Now that the evening 
schools had been unified, it was proposed 
by this Amendment to establish again 
two classes—elementary evening schools 
and higher evening schools. Nothing 
could be more pernicious, because it 
would reintroduce the old confusion 
where there were two local education 
authorities. It would reintroduce the 
very system which he described as chaos 
in this House two or three years ago. 
The mischief was that the two authorities 
would overlap and establish rival schools, 
and in order to attract scholars they 
would teach not what the people needed 
to be taught, but what they wanted to 
learn ; all sorts of inducements in the way 
of recreations would be offered to entice 
scholars to one school or the other. If 
the Amendment were carried it would 
not effect the object of its supporters, 
because without a definition of “ evening 
schools” the law as laid down in the 
Cockerton judgment would prevail. It 
would undo all the good which in the last 
two years had resulted from the consolida- 
tion of the evening schools, and it would 
reintroduce chaos. He was astonished at 
the description given by the right hon. 
Member for South Aberdeen of the secon- 
dary education given in the country 
districts. It was not, except in some 














> 
cr 


oo aa 


he aT 


Ss = Ww SN = ow @ FZ 


~~ 














1045 Education 


benighted regions of the country perhaps, | 


the mere reopening of the village day 
schools in the evening. 


Mr. BRYCE: I know a case within 
thirty miles of London. 


Sir JOHN GORST said that there were 
many benighted districts within 30 miles 
of London. In the very sparsely popu- 
lated county of Cambridgeshire every 
young person had within reach a technical 
school in which metal work, basket work, 
and the like were taught. That was 
the sort of evening school that was 
wanted. It was not desirable to cover 
the country with evening schools for the 
purpose of teaching persons to read the 
newspaper so that thev might have better 
access to the sporting intelligence. They 
wanted to provide proper evening schoois 
where the instruction already received in 
day schools was carried to a higher level, 
and where technical instruction could be 
given to the people who deserved and 
needed it. 


(12.55.) Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Nor- 
folk, N.W.) said the right hon. Gentleman 
had no doubt pictured an ideal state ol 
things, but the fact remained that there 
were hundreds of thousands of young 
people over the age of fourteen in need 
of elementary instruction, and if a ho'd 
were to be obtained over these young 
people it was most necessary to keep up 
their connection with the ordinary day 
schools. Were they now to put obstacles 
in their way of getting practical instruc- 
tion, or should they help them ? That was 
the point the Committee had to decide. 
As to the suggestion that these boys 
and girls ought not to need such in- 
struction, it might be worth considering 
how far the Education Department Code 
was responsible for the defective way in 
which they were turned out. Our boys 
and girls unfortunately left the ele- 
mentary schools at a much earlier age 
than was to be desired; they left at a 
period before they began to appreciate 
the advantage of knowledge, before even 
they appreciated the necessity of putting 
int? practice the limited instruction they 
had received. Many at once entered 
on manual occupations in which they 
needed not toexercise their talents, except, 
perhaps, for the purpose of reading a 
newspaper, and it was not until they | 
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were seventeen or eighteen that they 
began to appreciate the necessity of 


| reviving their limited educational acquire- 


ments. Was it well, then, to exclude 
them from the opportunity of doing so? 
This was one of the most important 
questions the Committee had ever 
discussed. He felt it was absolutely 
necessary that these young people should 
be kept in some sort of relationship with 
the day-school organisation. He had 
had some little experience of the train- 
ing of young people in day schools, 
and he found that if there was between 
the ages of fourteen and sixteen a break- 
ing off of these connections, it was 
extrerrely difficult to get them renewed. 
If, on the other hand, the connections 
were maintained unbroken, the boys and 
girls made friends with the teachers, good 
companionships were formed, and the ele- 
mentary education gradually progressed 
into the secondary stage. If the Prime 
Minister had had practical acquaintance 
with some of these schools, he would have 
shown more sympathy with the desire to 
maintain them. No doubt at one time, 
as the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Cambridge University had said, a 
very chaotic condition did exist, but the 
local authorities could easily overcome 
that. Inhis own city they had succeeded 
toa very large extent by co-operation 
between the School Board and the 
Technical Education Committee. He did 
not see why there should be any danger 
of over-lapping, now that they had one 
authority under the Bill. There were 
two classes of young people they ought 
to cater for—those who, by reason of 
their ability, and the keenness of their 
desire for education, desired to avail 
themselves of the technical and secondary 
schools, and the still larger number who 
in their school days had not appreciated 
their somewhat limited opportuni- 
ties of education and still required, 
therefore, instruction in the three k’s. 
He did feel that the Committee were 
undertaking a very serious responsibility 
in not so arranging that the hundreds 
of thousands of young people who were 
willing to improve themselves in element- 
ary education should not be deprived of 
future facilities. The right hon. Gentle- 


man had pointed out that the School 
Boards had not availed themselves of 
the facilities which ;|former Acts had 
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given them in regard to the establish- 
ment of evening schools, but the regu- 
lations issued by the Board of Education 
were entirely responsible for that. He 
sincerely hoped that the Prime Minister 
would either delete this sub-Section or 
accept his more moderate Amendment 
which was on the Paper. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said he was entirely in sympathy 
with the hon. Member as to the evening 
continuation schools; but his belief was 
that the sub-Section would not discour- 
age these evening schools. The County 
Council of his own county had found it 
to be perfectly easy to run these evening 
schools under the regulations of the 
Education Department, and he could 
not see why the new education authority 
should not be able to do so under the 
proposed regulations. He would like to 
remind the Committee that the Royal 
Commission on Secondary Education 
had recommended that the secondary 
education authority should have juris- 
diction over the evening continuation 
schools. He knew that in many of 
these schools elementary subjects were 
taught, and he should object to any 
system which would prevent the educa- 
tion authority from providing such 
elementary education. It had been said 
that it would be impossible to adapt 
elementary to secondary education in the 
schools in the larger towns, but he 
thought that could be done by the 
powers of delegation given to the local 
education authority. He insisted that 
these evening continuation schools should 
be kept in touch with the higher educa- 
tion, and that the secondary education 
authority should have control over 
them. 


Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said he sympathised with the 


Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Norfolk. He felt that a great deal of 
difficulty had been raised in reference 
to this matter on purely academic 
grounds. It was impossible to draw a 
straight line between primary and 
secondary education, and these evening 
continuation schools had done a vast 
amount of good in helping to improve 
the elementary education of the working 
classes. They had had adult schools 


Mr. George White. 
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in Birmingham even before 1870, and in 
these schools the education of some of 
their ablest and best citizen had been 
developed. This system of mixed 
education which had grown up would 
be checked and destroyed if the Bill 
were passed in its present form. It was 
very important to give an opportunity 
to dull children, who had awakened to 
the importance of self-improvement, to 
acquire further advance in elementary 
education. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
appeal to the Committee to come to a 
decision on the Amendment. The point 
was nota novel one, and the Committee 
had a great deal of work before it. 


*Sir WILLIAM MATHER (Lancashire? 
Rossendale) said he would respectfully 
take note of the appeal made by the 
Prime Minister, but he would remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that this was 
a question which had not been largely 
dealt with by the Committee on its 
merits. ‘This was purely an education 
question per se. He would like to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he 
could show the Committee, if Clause 18 
passed in its present shape, what would 
happen to boys and girls who had 
attained the adult limit of age, eighteen, 
and who were anxious to improve them- 
selves further. In all the technical 
schools at present it was found necessary 
to provide elementary instruction for a 
certain class of children coming up from 
the Board Schools. Without further 
elementary instruction they could not 
begin to understand even the terms 
used in elementary science teaching. 
Consequently these boys and girls would 
have no chance of obtaining that educa- 
tion afterwards. Instead of there being a 
link in the chain between secondary and 
elementary schools, there would be a 
void which could not be filled by any 
provision whatever contained in this 
Bill. If the right hon. Gentleman or 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
could only say that under the provisions 
of this Bill the local education authority 
could provide in secondary schools for 
higher elementary education, then there 
would be some possibility of connecting 
the elementary and secondary schools as 
one co-ordinated whole. In the absence 
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of this provision many children would 
not be fitted to enter the secondary 
schools. He should like to be informed | 
whether the Bill sufficiently provided | 
for the continuance of the education of | 
those children who left elementary | 
schools under the age of fifteen years. | 
Possibly those children might get the 
degree of higher elementary education in | 
the secondary schools. What provision 
was there in this Bill tor such) 
children to develop their faculties 
just at the time of life which above all | 
others was most important for their 
own advancement? It was in this par- | 
ticular aim and this particular connection | 
of one class of education with the other 
that the future of this country very 
largely depended for its intelligence. In 
all the technical schools with which 
he was acquainted they had to provide 
elementary classes for the children 
coming out of Board Schools, in order that 
they might be prepared for the secondary 
education provided in these technical 
schools. In this respect the Bill was an 
unmitigated retrogression against the 
interests of education as a whole, because 
there was nothing in this measure to 
provide in the future for the bridging 
over of this difficulty in such a manner as 
would give to this country those educa- 
tional advantages which other countries 
possessed. 


_Sirn JAMES RANKIN (Hertfordshire, 

N.) thought that they ought to 
carry out the desire of the Prime 
Minister and not carry this discussion 
to any further length. He agreed with | 
the Government in regard to the 
method of conducting the evening con- 
tinuation schools. There was a certain 
amount of contradiction about this pro- 
posal, because in Clause 2 it was laid 
down that— 

“The local education authority may supply, 
or aid the supply of, education other than 
elementary.” 

It seemed to him that some difficulty 
might arise on that point. If there was | 
a good reply to that question he should 
like to have an authoritative answer from 


the Government. 


| 


Sin EDWARD GREY (Northumber- | 
land, Berwick),said if he might venture | 
to make a guess at the answer) 


{14 NovempBer 1902} Bill. 


'two sets of 


1050 


be that there was no answer at all. The 
Government were trying to do what was 
impossible ; they were drawing a hard 
and fast line between higher and 
elementary education, and they were 
doing this to prevent overlapping. There 
was a danger that they might have 
schools under different 
competing one with the 


authorities 
same area and trying 


other in the 


'to draw the scholars from one school to 


another. How was that to be obviated ?. 
Certainly not by drawing a hard and fast 


line. The way out of the difficulty was to 


consider what was laid down in the dis- 


‘cussion upon the first Clause of the Bill. 


If the Government would reconsider the 
arguments then used about higher educa- 
tion, and have the courage to carry out 
more the principle of one authority, they 
would do away with this difficulty. Then 
they would get education co-ordinated. 
There was a want of co-ordination not only 
between the Gifferent kinds of education 
but also between the different kinds of 
education given in the same schools. The 
schools would be under one authority in 
the day time and another in the evening. 
This difficulty all arose on account of the 
mistake made in the beginning of the Bill 
and if they would only deal with that, this 
difficulty, which was solely the creation of 
the Government, could be easily removed 
by carrying this principle to its logical 
conclusion, 


(1.25.) CotonEL LOCK WOOD (Essex, 
Epping), referring to the evening continua- 
tion schools, asked what did they find was 
in reality done? They found that the 
boys left school at a much too early age 


'and went to work, They became cither 


discontented or anxious to know more 
than they did before. They came to 
think that there was a possibility of them 


adding more to the wage-earning power 
of the family, and they returned to the 


evening continuation schools. Take as an 
illustration the eastern counties. They 


could not tell him that the bulk of the 
children going to the evening schools 


_ were fit to begin the elementary part of 
what was called secondary education. 


Many of those boys and girls if they did 
not attend the evening schools were un- 
able, after a time, even to read and write, 
and if they were anxious to continue 
their education it was the elementary 


of the Government to the question put | portion they required. Their anxiety 
by the hon. Gentleman opposite it would | was to be able to read and write correctly 
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and fit themselves for secondary edu- 
cation. If elementary education was 
to be allowed to form part of the evening 
school work, the proper authority would 
be the same body as conducted the 
elementary education. He confessed that 
he felt extremely anxious about this 


proposal. 


*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
thought the late Vice-President of the 
Council had taken too generous a view 
of the class of work done under the Code 
in evening continuation schools. When 
he said they had become “schools of 
higher instraction,” the fact was a large 
proportion were teaching the three k's. 
They ought to have this Bill so worded 
that the education which was elementary 
should still be under the Elementary 
Department of the Government whether 
in day or night schools. The Secretary 
of the Board of Education had told 
them that this work in the boroughs 
would be continued under the penny rate, 
which would be still available for secondary 
instruction. But it was already absorbed, 
and he thought it was unfair that in those 
districts which were willing to tax them- 
selves with an additional penny rate 
that the money intended for the higher 
educational and technological work of 
the locality should be applied to lower 
standards. These continuation schools 
had been a great success. The pupils had 
inceased from 96,542 in 1892 to 546,405 
in 1901,therefore let them be kept in touch 
with day schools and not be transferred to 
county authorities. Continuity of instruc- 
tion was the great thing which they de- 
sired. They found children leaving the day 
school with imperfect education, and then 
waking up to the necessity of beginning 
again. He thought the greatest possible 
inducement should be given to these 
young people, and if the true interests of 
the country were studied the Government 
would see to it that it was made as easy 
as possible for these young people to get 
again on the educational ladder. The 
number attending these evening classes 
over twenty-one years of age in 1892 was 
4,993, but in the year 1901 that total had 
increased to 90,516. That showed con- 
clusively that there was a great need for 
these schools. They must not be restricted 


in matter of age limit, but be free as now | 
to those of any age who desired to attend | 


Colonel Lockwood. 
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He joined in pressing 
Clause 


} them over fifteen. 
the Government to alter the 
| accordingly. 


| *Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
said that surely the Government must see 
that there was a considerable difference 
of opinion upon this proposal on both 
sides of the House. In the rural areas 
a difficulty undoubtedly existed. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Cambridge University had sketched a 
fancy picture of what should be, but the 
hon. and gallant Member who had just 
spoken had stated the facts which they 
must recognise today. There was the 
gravest danger that in small villages 
evening continuation schools would be 
crushed out of existence. There 
was no class more deserving of 
assistance under the Bill than children 
who, having been obliged toleave school 
at a very early age, desire to improve 
themselves by going to these evening 
continuation schools. He believed it was 
beyond the wit of man to define what 
was primary and what was secondary 
education. And surely it was ridiculous 
to say that work done in a school between 
9 and 12 o'clock in the day was primary 
education, and that the same class of 
work done between 7 and 9 o clock in 
the evening was higher education. He 
appealed to the Government to find 
some way out of the difficulty. The 
Clause was not satisfactory, and the 
Amendment was not satisfactory. Surely 
between this and the Report stage the 
right hon. Gentleman would be able to 
find some form of words which would en- 
able the elementary evening continuation 
schools to be continued, and thus meet 
the wishes of both sides of the Committee 
without destroying in any way the fabric 
of his Bill. Something must be done for 
these children. They were often those 
who had been neglected when very little 
and who now had a laudable ambition to 
improve their position. Unless some 
satisfactory assurance was given he 
should support the Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the Govern- 
ment were perfectly clear that they 
must differentiate between primary and 
secondary education, for the reason, if 
for no other, that there were a large 
number of boroughs which had the 
right to give primary education but 
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not secondary education. He had not 
forgotten that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
had contended that these boroughs 
should have been placed for primary as 
well as secondary education under the 
heels of the County Councils. It was 
very easy for critics, who had not to 
carry the Bill, to say how very nice the 
Bill would be if it ran on lines more 
theoretically perfect. But that had 
never been a possible pelicy. It was 


not a possible policy now. They had to | 


deal with facts as they found them. 
He was convinced that any attempt to 
turn a primary schoo] into a secondary 
school would lead to that overlapping 
which they all wished to avoid. The 
difficulty was to reconcile two perfectly 
sound views ; the view of the Govern- 
ment—that true secondary education 
ought to be clearly defined so as to 
prevent overlapping, and the other 
view that if there was a limit of age 
there was included in that something that 
was not secondary education and never 
could be. In secondary education was in- 
cluded the teaching of very elementary 
subjects, but that was only intended as 
a step to the h gher education, and if 
a boy when sent to our great public 
schools was put in the lowest form he 
would get education which might be 
called elementary, but which there was 
no doubt was secondary, from the very 
beginning. Sub-Section(1) must stand in 
some form. To meet the difficulty he 
suggested the addition of the following 
words at the end of the sub-Section— 

‘Other than a school in which no other 
education is given except such as_is given in 
a primary elementary day schoul.” 


Mr. BRYCE thought the proposed 
words would be an improvement on the 
sub-Section. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY also said that 
the Amendment was a very great im- 
provement on the sub-Section, and that 
it would remove the major part of the 
difficulty. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) 
thought the real difficulty of the Com- 
mittee was in trying to define too closely 
and too rigidly the duties of the local 
education authority. What was required 
was to place more trust and more con- 
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now being done. He did not think that 

| what was being taught in night schools 
| could in any way be described as second- 
‘ary education, because all it did was to 
| take a boy at the age, say, of thirteen or 
fourteen, and lead him on and fit him 
to receive the secondary education that 
' would be provided for him. The tend- 
ency of the human mind was to forget, 
and if this limit was left and the boy 
|suddenly taken away from school he 
would forget all that he had learnt. In 
the night schools the boy would not only 
increase his knowledge but remember 
that which he already possessed. He 
desired to support the proposal that the 
continuation schools should be placed 
unreservedly under the local education 
authority. 


Sr JOHN GORST said nobody 
wanted to stop these night schools, or 
to take them out of the purview of the 
local authority, and there would be no 
difficulty at all if it were not ior the 
existence of certain urban districts and 
boroughs in which there were two local 
authorities. He entirely agreed with 
the First Lord of the Treasury that 
this, though a theoretical blemish on 
the Bill, was a thing which was essential 
to the passing of the measure through 
the House. ‘The question was, to which 
of the two authorities — the county 
authority or the borough or urban 
district authority—the control of these 
schools should be given. It was essen- 
tial that there should not be two kinds 
of authorities, otherwise the whele 
difficulty which had embarrassed the 
Board of Education for years, and which 
the Cockerton judgment put an end to, 
would be reintroduced. There were 
‘at present different schools giving 
‘technical, secondary, and elementary 
education. Why disturb them, or in- 
terfere with a proceeding now going 
on with great satisfaction. and to the 
great advantage of education, by insist- 
ing on reintroducing the evil of two 
| rival authorities ? 
| (1.50.) Mr. BRYCE said he was sensible 
'of the difficulty which the right hon. 
Gentleman felt in adopting words on 
the spur of the moment, but he sug- 
gested the following ‘form of words— 


fidence in the local authorities than was |“ The expression ‘ elementary school ’ 
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shall not include any evening school | 
which the regulations of the Board 
of Education shall declare to  be/| 
secondary or technical.” | 


* Mr. HELME said before the Prime | 
Minister replied he would urge him to 
promise that  provisivn should be 
definitely made for the giving of in- 
struction in the evening continuation 
schools to pupils of any age over 15, 
and also that the term “school” 
should include “class,” because in many 
wide rural districts it was impossible to 
establish a proper school, and so the 
authorities might have at times to be 
content with a single class in each 
village. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he could not 
say that he was quite satisfied with the 
form of words suggested, and yet he 
was not quite happy about leaving the 
matter entirely till the Report stage. 
An hon. Gentleman opposite had 


courteously handed him words which 
he thought were simpler than his hon. 
friend’s words—‘ where any part of the 


education given is other than ele- 
mentary.” It was, however, quite 
possible that that might not prove 
satisfactory on further consideration, 
and he was ready to leave the matter 
over. 


Dr. MACNAMARA urged that the | 
words first suggested were preferable. 
He was afraid, however, that under the 
words as they stood, it would not be 
possible to give even elementary educa- 
tion to anybody over fifteen years of age, 
in a night school. He would like an_ 
assurance that such a thing would be 
provided against. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON said that that 
followed as a matter of course. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: But if there is 
any legal doubt about it, the Govern- 
ment will attend to it 4 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON : Yes. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that if he 
gave a promise to deal with the matter | 
on Report it must be subject to the 
exigencies of the Parliamentary situation, 
but he would do his best to meet the | 


Mr. Bryce. 
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situation. The Government held that 
secondary education in the true sense of 
the word—that was to say, education 
which, though it went to the higher 
subjects, might begin lower, and which 
in its essentials was to be distinguished 
from primary education, and was nota 
mere continuation of primary education 
—ought to rest with the education 
authority. On the other hand, they 
quite admitted that in those districts 
where primary education proper was left 
toa subordinate authority, that authority 
ought not to be prevented from giving 
what was truly primary education to 
persons who were above the age of fifteen. 
That was really the point. That which 
was strictly elementary before the age of 
fifteen did not cease to be elementary 
after that age, and the Government would 
endeavour to find some method by which 
that point should be covered. 


Dr. MACNAMARA suggested that the 
Prime Minister would get out of his 
difficulty by accepting the first form of 
words. All danger from ‘ Parliamentary 
exigencies ’’ would then be avoided. 


* Mr. ERNEST GRAY said he also 
should prefer the bird in the hand, 
having regard to Parliamentary un- 
certainties. 


Mr. LLOYD -GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) wished the Prime Minister 
had more confidence in his own words. 
The first form was much wider than 
the second. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said they 
had always declared they could not define 
what “ education other than elementary” 
was, but they could draw the line as to 
what was the education given in public 
elementary schools. He therefore hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman’s first words 
would be adopted. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) 
urged that the widest possible scope 
should be given to the powers necessary 
for carrying on the continuation schools. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) said the words he had suggested 
were “where the education given was 
otherthan elementary.” Thedifficulty was 
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that by the words of the Prime Minister schools, which he hoped would go on. 
the situation was that no school could | This was one of the projects by which 
be an elementary school where there |the School Boards invaded the domain 
would be a single class teaching a/ of secondary education. They could not 
secondary subject, because then that hold to the old system, and it was better 


school would not be an_ elementary | 
school. | 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he hoped | 
the Committee would allow them to. 
finish this sub-Section. He proposed 
to add at the end of the sub-Section 
the words— 
“Where any part of the education given is 
other than elementary.” 
He hoped the Committee would allow 
the Clause to pass down to the end of 
sub-Section (2). 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg leave to 
withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 7, line 31, after ‘education,’ 
to insert the words ‘where any part of the 
education given is other than elementary.’ ”— 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. (2.0.) 

(2.30.) Mr. BRYCE said he wished to 
movetheAmendmentstandingin his name 
on the Paper, to insert after “ the Board of 
Education” the words “ to pupil teachers 
and.’ The education to be given to pupil 
teachers was so purely elementary that 
no argument was necessary to recom- 
mend his Amendment to the Govern- 
ment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 7, line 35, after the word ‘ Education,’ 
to insert the words ‘ to pupil teachers and.’ ”— 
(Mr. Bryce.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.”* 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Finvay, Inverness Burghs) said 
he was afraid that the Government 
could not accept this Amendment. 


now to encourage real secondary edu- 
cation in schools where the pupil teachers 
would be trained to the teaching pro- 
fession. 


Lord EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said that if he 
thoughtfora moment thatthe result ofhis 
right hon. friend’s Amendment would be 
to destroy the instruction of pupil 
teachers in the secondary schools he 
would be disposed to agree with the 
right hon. the Member tor Cambridge 
University. If it was proposed to give 


a far higher sum out of Government 
resources in aid of higher education, he 
did not see why an arrangement might 
not be made to cover the expense of such 
teaching. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) said 
that it seemed to him that the Amend- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman was 
of the most reactionary kind ever made 
in the course of these debates. He 
had always thought that one of the 
great things which they ought to aim at 
was to raise the character and the tone 
of pupil teachers from the beginning 
of their career to their final employment 
under the Education Code. He had 
taken the deepest interest for many 
years in pupil teachers’ centres, which 
occupied a_ position between the 
elementary and the secondary schools. 
If they were to give a higher tone to 
elementary education they must 
endeavour to do it by the influences 
coming from a_ higher secondary 
education. He thought that great 
injury had been done to education by 
some of the concessions which the 
Government had made already, and: he 
hoped the Government would not go 
further in the direction of degrading 
instead of elevating education. 

Mr. BRYCE said 


he attached 


importance to the Amendment because 


Sir JOHN GORST said he hoped that 
the Government would not accept the | 
Amendment since it would stop the. 
education of pupil teachers in secondary | 


he thought it was valuable; but he 
recognised the fact that it was in the 
power of the Government to defeat it, 
and he asked leave to withdraw it. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Dr. MACNAMARA. said be wished 
to move as an Amendment, to strike 


out the words in sub-Section (2), limiting 
instruction in public elementary schools 


to “scholars of not more than fifteen | 


years of age.” Assuming that these 
words were put in by way of compliance 
with the Cockerton judgment, he 
maintained that there was nothing in 
that judgment to require promising 
children to be resolutely turned out of 
the school at the age named. In rural 
districts, where it would not be always 
possible to switch off a scholar to a 
secondary school in some neighbouring 
town, the restriction in the Clause 
would have most deplorable results. In 
Scotland, the Code provided that children 
might stay in the public elementary 
schools until they were eighteen years 
of age; and there were, roughly 
speaking, 7000 pupils in elementary 
schools in that ¢ untry over fifteen 
years of age. Why should they in 
England, be debarred from having at 
east as many pupils staying in the 
e'ementary schools, whose parents were 
content to allow them to remain there, 
in order to get a little beyond the 
rudiments of ordinary instruction? He 
sincerely hoped he would not appeal in 
vain for this modification of the Clause. 
Although he sympathised with the 
desire that gave birth to it, he opposed 
the fifteen years of age limit because he 
was convinced that it would create gaps 
in secondary education. If working 
men were prepared to allow their chil- 
dren to remain at school and forego their 
earning capacity, the least the country 
could do was to permit the children 
to remain at school 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 7, line 36, to leave out the word 
‘of not more than fifteen years of age.’ ”—(Dr. 
Macnamara.) 


*(3.0.) Str WILLIAM ANSON said 
this age limit was a matter of policy from 
which the Government could not depart. 
The Scotch system was different from 
the English in that, in Scotland, elemen- 
tary and secondary education were dealt 
with in the same schools. One of the 
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main objects of this Bill was to secure | 
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, that, when their public elementary course 
| was concluded, children who had the 
time and opportunity should have every 
chance of getting a higher education in 
secondary schools. The opinion of the 
Government was that a school must be 
one thing or the other. Elementary 
day schools were intended for boys and 
girls who, about the age of fifteen, had to 
go and make their way in life. After 
that age evening and secondary schools 
were provided for them, if they had the 
opportunity to usethem. If they had not 
the opportunity, all that could be done 
was to provide as good a system of public 
elementary education as was possible. 
In the elementary schools it was desir- 
able to concentrate the attention of the 
teacher on the children generally, and not 
to lead an ambitious teacher toapply him 
self to push a clever child. If the age 
limit were extended there would be an 
infinitely greater variety of children in 
the schools, there would be a risk that 
the duller children would be left, behind, 
and public elementary teaching not be 
as good as that which the Government 
hoped would be obtained. Another ob- 
jection to the abolition of the age limit was 
that it would bring elementary schools 
into competition with secondary schools, 
and that was the very thing the Bill was 
designed to prevent. The Government 
did not think it necessary to take the 
Scotch system into consideration, believ- 
ing, as they did, that the best system for 
England was the one they had adopted. 
When the hon. Member said that the 
children would be ruled out at the age 
of fifteen, he might say that the Govern- 
ment would be quite prepared to accept 
the Amendment of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Aberdeen, 
which would allow a child to complete his 
school year, though he might attain the 
age of fifteen before the end of it. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
the promise of the hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Board to accept the 
Amendment of the right hon. Member for 
South Aberdeen to allow a child trained in 
anelementary school to complete his school 
year after he reached fifteen, was satisiac- 
tory as faras it went ; but the Committee 
were very disappointed to hear the hon. 
Gentleman defend Clause 18 as it stood. 
As he understood the hon. Gentleman 
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he was still confined in his ideas to 
the old distinctive division between the 
elementary and secondary education, 
This Bill proposed to allow the local 
authorities to provide two kinds of 
instruction ; but he (Mr. Yoxall) thought 
it might best be left to the local 
authorities to draw the line where it 
was thought it ought to be drawn. 
It might suit a locality to say that 
both kinds of education should go on 
in the one school, which might be 
more economical than otherwise. The 
object of the Government in this case 
was clear—it was to enable them to 
identify a child in the secondary 
school to whom they were giving the 
grant. But his argument was, that the 
hon. Gentleman might give the grant to 
the same child in a higher elementary 
school. He contended that if a child 
could get another year of continuous 
education in an elementary school it 
would be far cheaper than if he 
went to a secondary school for it. 
He regretted that the hon. Gentleman 
had thought well to stand up for this 
particular Clause, which was unnecessary, 
which was not inherent to the Bill and 
which was a legacy left by a mischief- 
making Vice-president to the Board of 
Education. 


Sir JOHN GORST said the difference 


between the hon. Member opposite and | 


the Board of Education was that 
the hon. Member would give clever 
children a sham secondary education, 
and the Board of Education desired to 
give them a real one. The hon. Mem- 
ber recommended the keeping of the 
children in elementary schools because 
it was cheaper, and it cost less to give a 
boy the extra instruction in an ele- 
mentary school. That was the kind of 
recommendation which the hon. Gentle- 
man made of this proposal. The idea 
of the Board of Education was that it 
was better to take the clever children 
out of the elementary schools and 
to give them the higher education 
their talents deserved. There was, 
no doubt, a strong temptation to the 
teacher to keep a clever boy, and it 
was much better that he should go 


where he would meet other boys as'| 


clever as himself, rather than that he 
should remain a conceited, overtaught, 
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| overweening boy in an elementary school 


where, to use a vulgar expression, he 
was cock of the walk. In the rural 
districts he would get to the secondary 
school by the proper method of county 
scholarships. There were already in 
almost every county in England county 
scholarships by which promising boys 
and girls could pass from elementary 
schools to higher schools. Under the 
essa Bill this so-called education 
adder would, no doubt, be greatly im- 
proved. That was the real way to deal 
with clever boys. It was no use keep- 
ing clever and promising pupils in ele- 
mentary schools, where they did not 
get the higher instruction which their 
talents merited. If we wanted a national 
system of ediication it was essential that 
we should make our system a “ capacity- 
catching machine,” by which capable 
children would be taken to a higher 
school where they could really get the 
sort of instruction they needed. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun 
dee) thought that the right hon. Gentle- 
man who had just sat down had givena . 
more encouraging support to the Bill 
than he did formerly. He regretted the 
statement of the hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Board of Education, that 
the Scotch system was not applicable to 
England. It was necessary that the 
first rung of the educational ladder 
should be in the elementary school, and 
now, so far as he could see, the Govern- 
ment intended not only to knock away 
that first rung, but the last rung also, 
If county scholarships were in general 
prevalence all over England, one would 
not care so much, but it was not upon 
that ground that the hon. Gentleman had 
defended the proposal of the sub-Section., 
He dissented entirely from the view that 
the Scotch system was not desirable or 
practicable in England. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham! Mid) 
thought the decision at which the Govern- 
ment had arrived was due to a lack of 
knowledge of the country districts and 
the difficulty in the way of the scholars 
attending secondary schools. The autho- 
rity would not be able to provide many 
secondary schools, and if the boys and 
girls were taken away from the elemen- 


| tary schools at fifteen, there was no 
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place in the counties where they could 
continue their studies. In the boroughs, 
where secondary schools could be formed, 
it would be no doubt an easy matter, 
but in the counties it would be a 
difficult thing for the children to get 
secondary education ; they would be cut 
off from school life altogether. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Cam- 
bridge University had rather exagger- 
ated the power to obtain scholarships ; 
besides which he (Mr. Wilson) did not 
agree with a policy which would only 
take account of the superior pupils. 
There were many other pupils who might 
be of great use to their country, but 
whose intellects were less ready in learn- 
ing. In many districts there were boys 
and girls who at sixteen ‘or seventeen 
years of age began to realise that they 
had not previously made the best use of 
their time, and wished to make good 
their deficiencies. He submitted that 
this provision would interfere with the 
proper equipment of our boys and girls 
for competition with other nations. He 
hoped the Government would reconsider 
their decision. 


*(3.30.) Sir FRANCIS POWELL sym- 
pathised with the feeling expressed by the 
hon. Gentleman who had just addressed the 
Committee, but reminded hon. Gentlemen 
that throughout the whole of Western 
Europe thirteen was the age limit for 
primary education. In one or two Swiss 
cantons it was fourteen. With regard to 
Scotland, he had observed that for that 
country there was no such thing as an 
Elementary Education Act, and it was 
owing to the fact that it was an “ Educa- 
tion Act,” and not an Elementary Educa- 
tion Act, that there was such a great 
difference between the education of Scot- 
land and England. Another objection 
to raising the age limit was that it 
would be necessary to have a higher class 
in the elementary school, which had a 
great attraction to the elementary school 
teacher, and which, in his opinion, would 
be more or less disastrous to elementary 
education. Children at the present 
time were not sufficiently well grounded ; 
the teachers and the parents of the 
children were, he thought, too ambitious, 
and the children were pressed on too 
much, and he thought it would be better 
_to give the children a more thorough 


Mr. John Wilson. 
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foundation of knowledge, and not to 
increase the age limit. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked if the Goy- 
ernment would be prepared to allow 
the local authority a discretion to retain 
a pupil beyond the age of fifteen if there 
should be no provision for higher educa- 
tion within the district. 


Mr. BRYCE said he believed that one 
of the methods recommended by the 
Secondary Education Commission was in 
this direction. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he could 
only undertake to consider this point, 
which had but a distant relation to the 
Amendment. 


Dr. MACNAMARA, relying on this 
consideration, begged leave to be allowed 
to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. BRYCE thought that the Amend- 
ment he now moved, to permit the local 
education authority to allow a scholar to 
remain in a school to the end of the school 
year in which he or she attained the age 
of fifteen years, was obviously a conveni- 
ent one, and as he understood the 
Government proposed to accept it, he 
would move it without any further 
observation. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 7, line 37, at end, to insert the 
words ‘but any scholar may remain in such 
school to the close of the school year in which 
he or.she reaches the age of fifteen.’ ”—(JZr. 
Bryce.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 7, line 37, at end, to insert the words 
‘(3) Where before the passing of this Act fees 
have been charged in any public elementary 
school the local education authority shall, while 
they continue to charge fees in respect of that 
school, pay such proportion of those fees as may 
be agreed upon, or, in default of agreement, 
determined by the Board of Education, to the 
managers.’ ’—(Sir William Anson.) 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax), on a point 
of order, called attention to the fact that 
this point had already been decided by 
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the Committee, and therefore, he sub- 
mitted, this Amendment was out of order. 
The Committee on the previous day had 
passed the words on the top of page 6, 
in Clause 13, that the fees of any school 
should be paid to the authority. 


*THE CHAIRMAN thanked the hon. 
Member for pointing out this matter, but 
regretted that he had not had the hon. 
Gentleman’s assistance before. Having 
had to give way once, he saw no alternative 
but to give way again. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON, on the 
point of order, submitted that sub-Section 
(3) was not in order. It was an Amend- 
ment to a definition Clause and had 
nothing todo with it. There was nothing 
in the Clause except definitions of matters 
incidental to the Clauses. This had nothing 
whatever to do with definitions, and it was 
absolutely out of order in its present 
place. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY read sub-Sec- 
tion (2) and sub-Section (5,) and pointed 
out that neither of them were really 
definitions. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON pointed 
out that both the provisions alluded to by 
the hon. and learned Attorney General 
were limited. He submitted that this 
Amendment was out of order. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said he was disposed 
to agree. He thought that this was really 
a definition Clause ; both the second and 
fifth sub-Sections were definitions, and, 
that being so, the Amendment would be 
out of order. 


Amendment proposed-. 


“‘In page 7, line 41, at end, to insert the 
words ‘ (4) Inthis Act the expression ‘ minor 
local authority” means the council of any 
borough or urban district, or the parish council 
or (where there is no parish council) the parish 
meeting of any parish, which appears to the 
County Council to be served by the school. 
Where the school appears to the County 
Council to serve the area of more than one 
minor local authority the County Council shall 
make such provision as they think proper for 
joint appointment by the authorities con- 
cerned,’ ”—(Sir William Anson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
[FourTH SERIES. ] 
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Mr. BRYCE, in the absence of the 
hon. Member for East Nottingham, 
begged leave to move the Amendment 
standing on the Paper in the name of 
the hon. Member. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* In page 7. line 41, at end, to insert the words 
‘(4) In this Act the words “ persons,” and 
‘*managers,” shall include women.’”—(J/r. 
Bryce.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY objected that 
this would tend to throw doubt on the 
general proposition that “persons” in- 
cluded either sex. He thought it was 
quite unnecessary to put such a definition 
in the Bill. 


Mr. BRYCE suggested that it was nota 
definition at all, but an enactment. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said that in 
substance it was a definition. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 


Mr. WHITLEY said he desired to 
move the Amendment standing in the 
name of the right hon. Member for East 
Somerset. 


* Toe CHAIRMAN: Is that a defini- 
tion ? 


Mr. WHITLEY submitted that the 
words, “ The powers of a local education 
authority under this Act shall include” 
was a very clear definition indeed. 


Amendment proposed— 


“*In page 8, line 3, at end, to insert the words 
‘The powers of a local education authority 
under this Act shall include the provision of 
vehicles or the payment of reasonable travelling 
expenses for teachers or children attending 
school whenever the local education authority 
shall consider such provision or payment 
required by the circumstances of their district 
or of any part thereof.’ ”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 3, to add, as a new 
sub-Section, ‘(5) In this Act the expression 
“college ” includes any educational institution, 
whether residential or not.’?”— (Sir William 
Anson.) 


2P 
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Question proposed, “ That those words | 


be there added.” 
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Str ROBERT FINLAY said these 
| words were not wanted. Practically 
| speaking, this was a definition for the 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he had | purposes of Clause 4 of the word ‘‘college,” 
not had time to look into it, but he | which did not appear elsewhere. A theo- 


would like to know whether the term 
‘educational _ institution ”’ 


theological institutions, because they also 


were educational institutions. 


Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) asked whether the term “educational 
institution ’’ would include hostels where 
no lectures were given, but where students 
lived, and which were affiliated to some 
other institution to which the students 
went by day for the purpose of lectures, 
because in Clause 4 there was a certain 
ambiguity. ‘‘ Hostels’? were included 
in some cases and left out in others. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked 
whet her the words ‘educational college ” 
had been brought into any other Clause 
except Clause 4. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said a hostel 
which: was simply a boarding house 
would not be included. If it was 
affiliated to another institution, no 
question would arise, because then it 
would be part of a whole, and would be 
an educational institution ; but it would 
not, by itself, be an educational institu- 
tion. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Then I move 
to insert after “ educational institution ” 
the words “not being a_ theological 
college.” 


Amendment proposed to the pro- 
posed Amendment— 


“‘ After the word ‘institution’ 
the words ‘not being a theological college. 
(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


to insert 


999 


logical college was not the sort of 


included institution that Clause 4 dealt with ; it 


| did not include a theological college. 
| Mr. BRYCE said that, as a matter of 
fact, the word occurred again in Clause 
13, but that did not affect this question 
| much. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
perfectly well aware that such a thing 
was not contemplated, but he wanted 
| to know whether it would be legal for a 
local authority to subsidise theological 
‘seminaries. He did not think they 
ought to be subsidised, though, if they 
'were, Wales, in all probability, would 
derive the greatest advantage. But it 
ought to be made clear that such a 
thing should not be done. 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said it was 
clear that the local authority would be 
able to assist a theological college. He 
did not see why the local authority 
should be forbidden to assist one sort 
of college more than any other sort of 
college. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
glad they had got at it at last. At first 
he was told that Clause 4 would cover 
the case; now it was clear that it did 

‘not. This was one of the little surprises 
of the Bill. Let it be clearly understood 
| that it was perfectly possible under this 
Bill to endow any theological seminary 
of any denomination or sect. The book 
of revelation was not yet closed, in spite 
of the guillotine. He should press the 
| Amendment as a protest against it. 


(3.53.) Question put. 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words | 


be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 94; 
Noes, 191. (Division List No. 530.) 


AYES. 


Allan,Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


Bell, Richard 
Brigg, John 








. Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Caldwell, James 


: Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
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Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Edwards, Frank 

Evans,Sir FrancisH(Maidst’ne 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie | 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval! Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 





Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea | 
Kitson, Sir James 


Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty ; 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson,Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James Nada ge 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manceh’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
jalfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | 
Barry,Sir Francis T.(Windsor) | 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

sigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. | 
Brymer, William Ernest 

sull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A(Glasgow 
Carew, James Lawrence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A(Wore. | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer | 
Clive, Captain Perey A. | 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Coddington, Sir William | 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
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Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington | Soares, Ernest J. 

Leigh, Sir Joseph Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
Leng, Sir John Strachey, Sir Edward 

Lewis, John Herbert Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Lough, Thomas | Tennant, Harold John 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Markham, Arthur Basil | Thomson, F, W. (York, W. R.) 


| Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


| Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon | 


| Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 


| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finca, George 


| Fisher, William Hayes 

| Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 

| Flower, Ernest 

| Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
| Galloway, William Johnson 


| Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 


| Graham, Henry Robert 


| Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 


Mather, Sir William 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 
Moss, Samuel } 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William | 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Price, Robert John 
Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) | 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) | 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) | 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


NOES. 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fergusson,Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 


| 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Forster, Henry William 


Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 


Gorst, Kt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir EW (B’rySEdm’nds 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Middx 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. | 
Hogg, Lindsay 


oS 


Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside | 
2P2 


Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene 


| Weir, James Galloway 
| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T( Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. L'oyd-George and 
Mr. M‘Kenna. 


Horner, Frederick William 

Howard, John(Kent,Fav’rsh’m 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 


| Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Kemp, George 

Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Uol.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Macelver. David (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nolan, Col. JohnP. (Galway N.) 





1071 Education 


O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon M. W. (Stalybridge 
R idley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Col. Robert 


{COMMONS} 


| Round, Rt. Hon. James 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 


Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


| Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Ht om 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
| Smith, AbelH. (Hertford, East) 


Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Spencer, Sir E.(W. Bromwich 


Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Staniey, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Thaiion Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHonJ.G. (Oxf'd Univ. 
Thompson, Dr EC(Monagh’n’N 


| Thornton, Perey M. 
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Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, RtHonSir WilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.Tauntou 
Whiteley,H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. k.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Words fof Sir WitttAm Awnson’s 


Amendment] inserted. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 4, to leave out the words 
‘local education authority’ and insert the 
word ‘ council.’”—(Sir William Anson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 7, ‘at end, to add: ‘ And 
shall include power to provide or assist 
in providing scholarships for, and to pay or 
assist in paying the fees of, students ordinarily 
resident in the area of the local education 
authority at schools or colleges or hostels 
within or without that area. 

«¢¢(6) The county councillors elected for an 
electoral division consisting wholly of a borough 
or urban district, whose council 1s a local 
education authority for the purpose of Part 
III. of this Act, or of some part of such a 
borough or district, shall not act or vote in 
respect of any question arising before the 
County Council as regards matters under Part 
III. of this Act. 

“*(7) A woman is not disqualified, either by 
sex or marriage, for being on any body of 
managers or Education Committee under this 
Act.’ "—(Sir Wm. Anson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire, S.) moved to leave out sub-Section 6 
in order to insert the words “‘ For the pur- 
poses of this Act the census of 1901, 
until superseded by any future census, 
shall be the test of population.” He 
pointed out that many districts at 





present just under the population limit 
would soon be over that limit, and it 
would be unfair that they should be 
permanently denied the powers given 
under this Bill. The Amendment really 
required no explanation, and he hoped 
the concession would be made. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 8, line 8, to leave out sub-Section 
(6), and insert the words ‘ For the purposes of 
this Act the census of 1901, until superseded 
by any future census, shall be the test of popu- 
lation.’ "—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


?ZQuestion proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY objected that 
if the status of a borough or urban dis. 
trict was to vary from time to time 
according to its population they would 
never know how they stood. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS pointed out that 
some districts might increase largely in 
population, while other districts would de- 
crease. The scheme of the Government, 
therefore, did not confer the advantages of 
the Bill on the increasing populations, 
while perpetuating the rights possessed 
by populations which were diminishing. 
Moreover, his recollection was that the 
Prime Minister had previously stated 
that districts would vary according to 
the variation of the population. He 
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thought the matter ought to be deter- 
mined by the population of the locality 


for the time being. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Ansoa, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James ( Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. ) 
Barry,Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beresford, Lord Charles Wm. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Artuur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Beymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt HnJ. A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A: 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Cex, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham | 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon | 
Dorington,Rt. Hon. Sir John E. | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore | 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
| Finch, Geor 
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(4.15.) Question put: 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 202 ; 


‘Noes, 99. (Division List No. 531). 


AYES. 


| Fellowes, Hon, Ailwyn Edward 


Fergusson,Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r : 


re H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,Sir E W(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F (Sheffield, Brightside } 
Horner, Frederick William 
Howard, John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Howard,J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Kemp, George 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh) | 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Law,Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Granr 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower.FrederickN.S. 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 


| Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. | 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 


| MaelIver, David (Liverpool) 


M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 


| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Milner,Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
More, Robt. J eed Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,RtHn. AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Col. Jobn P. (Galway,N. 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rateliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon. M W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B(Isle of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt Hn. J.G:(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagl’n, N 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Valentia, Viscount 


| Walrond,Rt Hn. Sir WilliamH. 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. AC. E(Taunton 
Whiteley, H (Ashton-und Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R.) 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
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Wortley, Rt.Hon, C.B. Stuart- 


Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) | Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Worsley-Taylor,Henry Wilson 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, ‘Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen 
Davies, M Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dewar,John A. (Inverness-sh.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Edwards, Frank 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


(4.26.) Question put, “That the Clause, 
as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


Agg-Gardner James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Baifour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn. Gerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beresford, Lord Charles Wm. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscowen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex 











| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


NOES. 


Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
| Hayter,Rt.Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
| Helme, Norval Watson 
| Hemphill,Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea | 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 


Noes, 101. 


AYES. 


Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. | 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George | 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.JA(Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Soares, Ernest J. 


| Spencer,Rt.Hn.C.R(Northants 
| Taylor,Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


Tennant, Harold John 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, FE.) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson,F. W. (York, W. R.) 


| Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 


| Wason, Eugene 


Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Whittaker, Thoraas Palmer 

| Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson, Henry J.( York, W. R.) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


W oodhouse,SirJ.'T( Huddersf'd. 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Edward Strachey and 
Mr. Channing. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 206 ; 
(Division List No. 532.) 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 


| Crossley, Sir Savile 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,Sir Horatio D(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


Dixon-Hartland,SirF rd Dixon 
| Dorington,Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

| Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
| Duke, Henry Edward 

| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 

| Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson Rt.Hn.SirJ,(Mancr 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
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Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn.A.G,H. (CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 





Hamilton, RtHn. Lord G(Mid’x | 


Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hogg, Lindsay 


Hope,J.F. (Shefield, Brightside 


Horner, Frederick William 
Howard, John(Kent,Faversh’m 


| 


Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham | 


Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Kemp, George 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
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Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W JH( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milner, Rt. Hon.SirFrederickG. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N. 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 


| Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
| Perey, Earl 
| Pierpoint, Robert 


Keayon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh) | 


king, Sir Henry Seymour 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 


Lawrence,SirJoseph (Monm'th 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 


| Ratcliff, R. F. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


Long,Col. CharlesW.{(Evesham | 


Lony, Kt. Hon Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Glouce.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L, 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hoa. Sir Charles 
Dougias, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Edwards, Frank 

Evans, Sir FrancisH.(M’dstone 


Reid, James (Greenock) 





Bill. 


| Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col, S. G. (Stopford- 
Sadler. Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J. E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks.) 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich’ 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirl 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamine 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G (Oxf’dUniv. 
Thompson,Dr. EC(Monagh’n N 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond,Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Whiteley, H(Ashtun-und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
| Wilson-Todd,Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
| Wodehouse, Kt. Hon. E. R( Bath 
| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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Remnant, James Farquharson | 


Ridley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 


Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green 


| Ritchie, RtHon. Chas. Thomson 





Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


NOES. 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw nsea 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 





! 
| 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES—— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
| Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Lloyd-George David 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
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Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C. R(Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 


It being hali-past 


the allotted business. 


Clause 19 :— 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r | 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Barry,Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beresford, LordCharles William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M, 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
3ond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn) 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt HnJ. A. (Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,Rt Hn. JA.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 


Four of 
Clock, the CHAIRMAN, in pursuance of 
the Order of the House of the 11th 
instant, proceeded successively to put 
forthwith’ the Question on the Amend- 
ments moved by the Government of 
which notice had been given, and on 
every question necessary to dispose of 





{COMMONS} 


Thomas,J A(GlamorganGower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace. Robert 

Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 





the 





Noes, 84. 


AYES. 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hoa. Jesse 


| Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Cranborne, Viscount 
| Crossley, Sir Savile 
| Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
| Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
| Dixon-Hartland SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohn E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
| Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
| Duke, Henry Edward 
| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
| Fardell, Sir T. George 
| Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
| Fergusson, Rt HnSir J (Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

| Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. AGH. (City of Lond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Graham, Henry Robert 


Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon, Thomas F. 





Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Greene,SirEW(B'ryS. Edm’nds | 


Bill. 1080 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhounse,SirJ.T(Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone 
and Mr. William M‘Arthur, 





Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 8, line 10, after the second word 
‘the,’ to insert the words *‘ First and.’”— 
(Sir William Anson. ) 


(4.38.) Question put, “ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 205; 
(Division List No. 533.) 


, Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashf rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J. F. (Sheftield, Brightside 
| Horner, Frederick William 
/ Howard,John(Kent,Faversham 
| Howard,J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier,Hon. James Henry Ceeil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Kemp, George 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
| King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, RtHon. William Edw. H. 
Legge, Colonel Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,F rederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
| Long, Rt. Hu. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
| Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
| Macdona, John Cummin 
M‘Ivor, David P prmenes | 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
| Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey: Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumifriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson,Sir H. M. 
Milner, Rt. Hon. SirFrederickG. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pac 
| More, RobertJ asper (Shropabire 
| Morgan, David J(Wa'thamst’w 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


' Mount, William Arthur 
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Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,RtHn A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway N. 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon.M. W(Stalybridge 
Ridley, 8. Forde (Bethnal Green 





Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. Thomson 


Allen,CharlesP. (Glone.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Edwards, Frank 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidst’ne | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale: | 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


(4.48.) Question put, 


Clause, as amended, stand part of the | Noes, 93. 


Bill.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Ansor, Sir William Reynell | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B. (Isleof Wight) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thompson, Dr. EC. (Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 


NOES. 


Jones, David Brynmor(Swanesa 
Kitson, Sir James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 

| Mather, Sir William 

| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 

| Moss, Samuel 


Newnes, Sir George 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| Philipps, John Wynford 
| Pickard, Benjamin 


Pirie, Duncan V. 
Price, Robert John 
Rea, Russell 


| Rickett, J. Compton 
| Ronson, William Snowdon 


Roe, Sir Thomas 


| Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) | 


Schwann, Charles E. 


Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) | 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 


“That the | 


AYES. 


Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 








Bill. 1082 
Tomlinson, Sir William Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. SirC. EH (Sheffield 
Walrond,Rt. HnSirW illiam H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt-Col. AC. E. (Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R.(Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 


Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E. ) 


| Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 


Thomas,J. A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 


| Toulmin, George 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Wason, Eugene 


| Weir, James Galloway 

| White, Luke, (York, E.R.) 

| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 


| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Woodhouse,Sir JT.(Huddersf’d 


TELLERS FOR THE NOzS— 
Mr. Ellis Griffith and Mr. 
Samuel Evans. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 204 ; 
(Division List No. 534.) 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn. Gerald W.(L’ds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. ) 


Barry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 


Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r | Bartley, George C. T. 
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Beresford, Lord Charles Wm. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 


Education 


{COMMONS} 


Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,SirE W (B’ryS. Edm’nds 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | Plummer, Walter R. 
| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 





Bill. 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Purvis, Robert 


Bowles, Capt. H.F.(Middlesex) | Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. | Pym, C. Guy 
Bowles,T.Gibson (Lynn Regis) | Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashf'rd | Rankin, Sir James 
| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. ) 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHnJ.A. (Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavenuish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJA.(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fietcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. H. A.G.(CityofLond. | 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) | 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 





Altan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouce. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 





Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Hogg, Lindsay 


Horner, Frederick William 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 


| Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Hope, J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside | Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green 
| Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 


Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham) | 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil | 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Kemp, George 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) | 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monin’th | 
| Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 


Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 


Seely,Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Smith,JamesPa:ker(Lanarks.) 


| Smith, Hon. W..F D. (Strand) 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 


Long,Col.Charles W. (Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lyttleton, Hon. Alfred 
Sieedena, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, WJ H.( Dumfriesshire 


Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn.Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 


| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
| Stone, Sir Benjamin 
| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(OxfdUniv. 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’n,N 


| Thornton, Perey M. 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


> | 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 


Milner,Rt. Hn.Sir FrederickG. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, Davids (Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


| Murray, KtHnA.Graham(Bute 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington 
Percy, Earl 


NOES. 


Bayley, Thomas, (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 





Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH.(Sheffield 
Walrond, Rt Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. ’ 
Welby,Lt.-Col. AC. E.(Taunt’n 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E. R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor,Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
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Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Edwards, Frank 

Evans, SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Evans, Samael T. (Glamorgan 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt Hn Herbert John 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea | 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 


Clause 20 :— 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 31, to leav 
word ‘ authorities’ to the end 


insert the words, ‘ the —_ during which local 


authorities may, under the 
1901, as renewed by the Educ: 


(Renewal) Act, 1902, empower School Boards 


to carry on the work of the scl 


to which these Acts relate shall be extended | Noes, 204. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P(Gloue. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, 

Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, Johr 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Edwards, Frank 
Evans,SirFrancisH( Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 


{14 NoveMBER 1902} 


| Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

) Lewis, John Herbert 

| Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 

| Markham, Arthur Basil 

| Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 

| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 

Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

Philipps, John Wynford 

Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

tickett, J. Compton 

| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 

| Robson, William Snowdon 
toe, Sir Thomas 

| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 

| Schwann, Charles E. 

| Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 

| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Bill. 1086 
| Soares, Ernest J. 
| Spencer,RtHnC. R. (Northants 
| Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
| Tennant, Harold John 
| Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 
Weir, James Gallowa 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir John Brunner and Mr. 
Runciman. 


| to the appointed day, and in the case of London 
to the twenty-sixth day of March, nineteen 


| hundred and four.’ ”—(Sir William Anson.) 


e out from the | 


(5.2) Question put, ‘That the words 


: a | 
ee proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Education Act, | Clause.” 


ution Act (1901) | 


100ls and classes 


AYES. 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF. (Accrington | 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 


| Markham, Arthur Basil 


Moss, Samuel 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry | 
Norton, Captain Cecil William | 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

| Rea, Russell 

| Rickett, J. Compton 

| Robson, William Snowdon 
| Roe, Sir Thomas 

' Runciman, Walter 


| 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 


| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 65; 
(Division List, No. 535.) 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A (Glamorgan, Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 


| Weir, James Galloway 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham) 
and Mr. Cremer. 





‘ Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 





Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beresford, Lord Charles Wm. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 





Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHn.J,A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A(Wore. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glaszow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C 
Davenport, Wm. Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dixon-HartlandSirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon, A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 


{COMMONS} 
AYES. 


Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. (City of Lond 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Graham. Henry Robert 
Greene, SirEW (B’ryS. Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheftield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Howard,John(Kent,Fav’rsham 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Kemp, George 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.(Denbigh) 


| King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


| Lawrence,SirJoseph(Monm’th) 


Lawson, Jobn Grant 

Lecky, Rt Hn. William Ed w. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 


Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
| Lucas,ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth | 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


| M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 


Maleolm, Ian 


| Manners, Lord Cecil 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, WJH.(Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milner,Rt Hon. SirFrederickG. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pac 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Avlmer 


| Mount, William Arthur 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Marray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
O’Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
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| Parker, Sir Gilbert 
| Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
| Pierpoint, Robert 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Plummer, Walter R. 
| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Purvis, Robert. 
| Pym, C. Guy 
| Rankin, Sir James 
| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 
| Remnant, James Farquharson 
| Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
| Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
| Ritchie, Rt Hon. Chas. Thomson 
| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
| Ropner, Colonel Robert 
| Round, Rt. Hon. James 
| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,:James Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W, F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
| Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot.Rt Hn J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Perey M. 
| Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Ed-vard 
| Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Tully, Jasper 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC. E. H (Shettield 
| Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
| Wanklyn, James Leslie 
| Warde, Colcnel C. E. 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E (Taunton 
| Whiteley,H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
| Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
| Wilson-Todd, Wm. (Yorks) 
| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. R.(Bath 
| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wi'son 
| Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
| 


TELLERS Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 


FOR THE 
| Hoodand Mr, Anstruther. 
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Words inserted. 


(5.13.) Question put, ‘‘That the Clause, 


{14 NovEMBER 1902} 





Noes, 89. 


as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn.Gerald W (Leeds 
salfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. ) 
Barry,Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beresford LordCharles William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Sond, Edward 

Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles,T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell,RtHn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHu.J.A.(Woer 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratio D(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dixon-Hartland SirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn. Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 





AYES. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, HnA.G.H.(City of Lond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,SirE W(B’ryS.Edm’nds 


Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hogg, Lindsay 


Hope,J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside | 


Horner, Frederick William 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 


Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil | 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Kemp, George 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw.H, 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) | 


Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 


Maxwell, WJ.H(Dumfriesshire | 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire | 


Morgan DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA. Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 197 : 
(Division List No. 536.) 


| Myers, William Henry 

| Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
O'Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

| Pease HerbertPike(Darlington 

| Percy, Earl 

| Pierpoint, Robert 

| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

| Plummer, Walter R. 

| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

| Pretyman, Ernesi George 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

| Remnant, James Farquharson 

| Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
tidley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

| Ropner, Colonel Robert 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 

| Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfdUniv 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n, N 

| Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 

Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 

| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent,ColSirC.E. H(Sheffield 

| Walrond,Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 

| Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 

| Whiteley,H.(Ashton und.Lyne 

| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

| Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E. R. 

| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 

’ Wodehouse, Kt.Hn. E.R. (Bath) 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Allan,Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P.,Glouc. (Stroud | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. HerbertHenry | 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Edwards, Frank 
Evans,SirFrancisH. (Maidst’ne 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Committee report Progress ; 


{COMMONS} 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


NOES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir JosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 


| Lough, Thomas 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 


Robson, William Snowdon 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 


to sit 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


| Runciman, Walter 

| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 


| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
| Soares, Ernest J. 


Spencer, RtHn.C.R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore C.(Radcliffe) 


| Tennant, Harold John 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J.A(Glamorgan,Gower 


| Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone 
and Mr. WilliamM‘Arthur 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS, seated, and 








again upon Monday next. 


ENGLAND AND WALES) 
[GRANTS]. 


EDUCATION 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That it is expedient to authorise the | 


payment, out of moneys to be provided 
by Parliament, of certain annual grants 
to local education authorities in pursu- 
ance of any Act of the present session 
to make further provision with respect 
to education in England and Wales.” — 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


It being after half-past Four of the 
Clock, the CHAIRMAN, in pursuance of | 
the Order of the House of the 11th 
instant, proceeded to put the Question | 
forthwith. 





of the Government which were put down 


with his hat on, asked whetherthere would 
be an opportunity of discussing in Com- 
mittee the proposals of the Government 
which were the basis of this Financial 
Resolution, and which were only put on 
the Paper yesterday. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
District) asked what position they were 
now in with reference to this Resolution. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: This is the Com- 
mittee stage on the Financial Resolution 
which is referred to in the Resolution 
the House passed on 11th November. 
That Resolution says that the Committee 
stage of the Financial Resolution will be 


| terminated on Friday, 14th November. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: My point is 
that that Resolution was obtained from 
the House on the basis of the proposals 
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2 . 
so far back as 23rd July, and that the Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: That, of 
. Government have substituted for these | course, refers to the Report Stage of 
“_ proposals other proposals which appeared | this Resolution, but the question is 
on the Paper only yesterday or today. | whether we shall have any opportunity 
in the Committee Stage which we are 
- now in, of discussing the proposals 
*THE CHAIRMANT: These proposals which appeared on the Paper for the 
are not being passed now. They will] first time yesterday, after the Closure 
) come on on Monday. Rule had been passed. 
Mr: SAMUEL EVANS: Can they be| *THe CHAIRMAN: There will be no 
discussed ? opportunity of discussing the Clause 
which was put down and has been with- 
s drawn ; there will be an opportunity of 
) *Toe CHAIRMAN: They will be dis- discussing the Clause now on the Paper. 
. cussed on Monday. 
T Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: But can we 
. . ‘ “ ; ; 
% Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: Supposing not ae this Resolution in Com- 
they are not reached until such time as | ™tee 
the guillotine drops, can we then discuss 
them,’ *THe CHAIRMAN said the Resolution 
passed on Tuesday prevented discussion 
now. 
*Toe CHAIRMAN : The first Order on 
.) Monday will be the Report of the Finan-| (5 99) Qyesti 
° ‘ ° 3.20. estion put. 
) cial Resolution ; that will open the door| ‘"~~”? ® = 
to discussion ; and, if that is not suffi- ; 
Z cient, the new Clause relating to the aid| _The Committee divided :—Ayes, 191; 
e grant will be the second Order. | Noes, 46. (Division List No. 537.) 
ir 
nd AYES. 
Id 
n- Agg-Gardner, James Tynte , Cautley, Henry Strother Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
| Aird, Sir John Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire | Fardell, Sir T. George 
nt Anson, Sir William Reynell | Cayzer, Sir Charles William Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
ial Arkwright, John Stanhope | Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
yn Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A(Wore. | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Arrol, Sir Wilham | Chapman, Edward Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Churchill, Winston Spencer Fisher, William Hayes 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | Clive, Captain Perey A. Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
a Jaldwin, Alfred | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Flower, Ernest 
rife Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Cohen, Benjamin Louis Forster, Henry William 
re Salfour,|Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S. W, 
n. Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds | Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Galloway, William Johnson 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Cok, Sir Frederick Lucas Gardner, Ernest 
Barry,|Sir Francis T. (Windsor | Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Garfit, William 
m- Bartley, George C. T. Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (CityofLond. 
2 Beresford, Lord Chas. William | Cranborne, Viscount Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Bignold, Arthur Crossley, Sir Savile Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
on Bigwood, James | Cust, Henry John C. Graham, Henry Robert 
Pr. Blundell, Colonel Henry | Davenport, William Bromley- | Greene,SirEW(B'ryS. Edm’nds 
ee Bond, Edward Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
b Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middlesex | Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham | Grenfell, William Henry 
e Bowles,T.Gibson(King’sLynn) | Dickinson, Robert Edmond Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
| Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. | Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Bull, William James | Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon | Hay, Hon. Claude George 
is Butcher, John George Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Hogg, Lindsay 
mm Campbell,Rt. Hn. J.A.(Glasgow | Doxford,Sir William Theodore | Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Carew, James Laurence | Duke, Henry Edward Horner, Frederick William 
als Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin ! Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
vn 
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Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray RtHn,A,Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway,N. 
O’Doherty, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlingt’n 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn.M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj. J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
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Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Kemp, George 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T,(Denbigh. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long,Rt Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Maleolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W.J H( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milner,Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edgar Robert Pacy 
More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 





NOES. 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| Philipps, John Wynford 
| Pickard, Benjamin 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Runciman, Walter 


Allan,Sir William (Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Brigg, John 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Evans, SirFrancis H (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Schwann, Charles E. 
Horniman, Frederick John Shaw, Thomas (Ha-vick B.) 


Resolution to be reported upon 


Monday next. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE | #0n put. 
BILL [Lorps]. 

Read the third time, and passed, with | 
Amendments. 








Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
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Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. HnJ.G.(OxfdUniy. 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charies Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH (Sheffield 
Walrond,Rt. HnSir William H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Whiteiey, H( Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John ((Slaogow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H. (Yorks. } 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt.:Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AyeEs—- 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 


| same David Alfred (Merthyr 


homson, F. W. York, W.K.) 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Weir, James Galloway 
| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Wallace and Mr 
Ellis Griffith. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th October 
last, adjourned the House without Ques- 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 


before Six o’clock till Monday 
next. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 17th November, 1902. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Orders made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade— 

I. Authorising the construction of : 
(1) A light railway in the county of 
Southampton from Bentley to Borton ; 
(2) Light railways in the city of Wake- 
field, the borough of Osset, and in the 
townships of Horbury. Lofthouse-with- 
Carlton, Thorpe, Rothwell, Sandal- 
Magna, Oulton-with-Woodlesford, and in 
the parishes of Rothwell, East Ardsley, 
and Outwood, in the West Riding of the 
county of York; (3) Light railways in 
the borough of Morley and the urban 
districts of Birkenshaw, Drighlington, 
and Gomersal in the West Riding of the 
county of York; and for other purposes. 

Il. Amending: (1) The Crowland and 
District Light Railways Order, 1898 : 
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% (2) The South Norfolk Light Railway 


“a 


n°? ¢ 


‘eu 


CMTC TE 


Order, 1898. 
MERCANTILE MARINE (SEAMEN EM- 
PLOYED). 

Return of the number, ages, ratings, 
and nationalities of the seamen employed 
on the 3lst day of March, 1901, on 
vessels registered under Part I. of the 


~ Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, in the 


(*) at th 


*» 
Trish’ 


Ish 


British Islands. 


TRADE UNIONS, BOARD OF TRADE 
(LABOUR DEPARTMENT). 
Report by the Chief Labour Corres- 
pondent of the Board of ‘Trade, on trade 
unions in 1901; with comparative 
statistics for 1892-1900. 


COLONIAL IMPORT DUTIES, 1902. 


Return relating to the rates of import 
duties levied upon the principal and 
other articles imported into the Colonies 
and other Possessions of the United 
Kingdom. 

Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 


Treasury minute, dated 10th Novem- 
ber 1902, declaring that James Bowden, 


VOL. CXIV. 


[FourTH Szrizs.] 
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| Royal Laboratory, War Office, was 
| appointed without a Civi] Service cer- 
tificate through inadvertence on the 
part of the head of his department. 


Business. 


_ DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 
1896. 


Two orders, dated respectively the 
7th and 10th days of November, 1902, 
the former entitled the Bristol (Avon- 
mouth Dock) Foreign Animals Wharf 
Order of 1902, and the latter revoking 
three Orders relating to the landing in 
Great Britain of animals brought from 
the Channel Islands. 


COMPANIES (WINDING-UP). 


Eleventh general annual report by 
the Board of Trade under Section 29 of 
the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890. 
PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND. TRADE MARKS 

ACT, 1888, 


Rule amending Rule 7 of the Re- 
gister of Patent Agents’ Rules, 1889. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


BANKRUPTCY. 
Return respecting: laid before the 
House (pursuant to order of 6th of June 
last), and to be printed. (Nd. 186.) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAIL- 
WAY (ABANDONMENT) BILL. 
Read 3", and passed. 
REPRESENTATION IN HOUSE OF 
LORDS OF THE BOARD OF TRADE. 
THE LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DevonsuiRe) : 
My Lords, in moving the Motion standing 
in my name, that Standing Orders Nos. 
XXXIX. and XLV. be suspended for this 
day’s sitting, perhaps 1 may be allowed 
to state, with reference to the Bill to 
which the Motion relates, that His Majesty 
has been pleased to approve the appoint- 
ment of Lord Wolverton to an office in 
His Majesty’s household, and that it has 
been arranged that my noble friend will 
take charge of the business of the Board 
of Trade in this House in the place of the 
| Earl of Dudley, the late Under-Secretary 
of the Board of Trade. 


2Q 








1099 Patent Law 


Standing Orders XXXIX. and XLV. 
considered (according to Order), and 
suspended for this day’s Sitting. 


WATER PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Moved that the order made on the 
14th day of March last, ‘That no Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Thursday the 
19th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 2* 
(The Lord Wolverton); agreed to; Bill 
read 2° accordingly : Committee nega- 
tived. Then (Standing Orders Nos. 
XXXIX. and XLV. having been sus- 
pended) Bill 1ead 3*, and passed. 
LANARKSHIRE (MIDDLE 


DISTRICT) WATER ORDER 
FIRMATION BILL, 


DUMBARTON CORPORATION (FURTHER 
POWERS) ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL, 

WICK BURGH EXTENSION ORDER 
CONFIRMATIONYSBILL. 
Read 3° (according to order), and 
passed. 


WARD 
CON- 


PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL. 
Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 


LorpD WOLVERTON: My Lords, in 
asking your Lordships to grant a Second 
Reading to this Bill, I propose, for the 
sake of lucidity, to divide the few 
remarks I have to make under two 
heads — firstly, the necessity for any 
change in the existing law; and, secondly, 
the proposals for the changes which 
are contained in the Bill. With 
regard to the necessity of some amend- 
ment of the Patent Acts, the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade has long been 
aware that stringent criticisms have been 
passed in the country on the existing 
law, more especially on two grounds— 
first, that very often a patent granted by 
the Patent Office is practically valueless, 
because the Patent Office at the present 
time has no charge put upon it to 
inquire into the question of whether the 
invention that is presented to it has 
already been patented in that office; 
and second, that patents have very fre- 
quently been taken out by foreigners and 
others who had no intention whatever of 


working them in this country, or of | 


{LORDS} 
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granting licences to British manufacturers 

' to use them in this country, and who, in 
fact, play a dog-in-the-manger policy. 
|The President of the Board of Trade, 
_having these two things in his mind, 
determined, as is the usual practice, to 
appoint a Committee to inquire into the 
whole of the Acts in question. He 
selected a very strong Committee, over 
which Sir Edward Fry presided. Among 
other eminent experts who sat on the 
Committee was the present Lord Chief 
Justice of England ; and the Bill which 
is in your Lordships’ hands is mainly 
founded on the Report of that strong 
Committee. 

With regard to the changes proposed 
to be made in the existing law, put very 
briefly, they are as follow. There is to be 
a limited official inquiry into che anticipa- 
tion of an invention in so far as that 
anticipation is disclosed by the records of 
the Patent Office during the period of 

fifty years preceding the application for 
the patent ; and there is to be a transfer 
to the Judicial Committee of the powers 
of the Board of Trade in respect to the 
granting of compulsory licences. The 
limited official inquiry will be a great 
reform in the present patent laws, and 
will, we hope, give the patentee some 
security that he has obtained a_ good 
patent. I am assured by the Patent 
Office that, although they anticipate a 
very large increase in the business of the 
Department, they will still be self-support- 
ing. I have, I think, said all that needs 
to be said on Clauses 1 and 2, and I now 
pass to Clause 3. The President of the 
Board of Trade has been very much 
impressed by the representations of very 
large bodies that have been made to him 
on the subject of this Bill, and the right 
hon. Gentleman has been convinced that 
patents are often taken out by foreigners 
in this country for obstructing British 
trade and the development of particular 
industries, such as the aniline industries 
in the North. The remedy he proposes 
is to be found in subSection (3) of 
Clause 3, which, with your Lordships’ 
permission, I will read. Itis as follows— 

‘* Where any such petition is referred by the 
Board of Trade to the Judicial Committee, and 
it is proved to the satisfaction of the Judicial 
Committee that the reasonable requirements of 
the public with reference to the patented 
invention have not been satisfied, the Judicial 
Committee may order the patentee to grant 
licences on such terms as they may think just, 
or if the Judicial Committee are of opinion that 
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the reasonable gy vegpenees of the public will | prior specification, there will be no 
not be satisfied by the grant of licences, they | means, so far as I can see, of bringing 


may, by order, revoke the patent.” | that ti d it 
: at question—an it isa very impor- 
The rest of this Clause has, I believe, | 4, n¢ question to the patentee--for de- 


—— generally approved of by the | cision to the ordinary courts of this 
trading community of the country, and | ‘country. The other observation I wish 


the Clause as a whole will no/| k f f 
doubt enable British traders to obtain pon “y 1 pret Fag ger 


fair terms from foreign patentees. There | 435, 3 of Clause 3, which was read by 
is only one other subject of im-| the noble Lord who moved the Second 
portance in the Bill — namely, the | Reading of the Bill, there isa phrase 
tribunal to a these cases will be declaring that “the Judicial Committee 
eas | am aware that Sir may order ’’ a patentee to grant licences 
Edward Fry favoured the High Court | 4) such terms as it may think just, and 


as the final Court of Appeal, but in this | tne Judicial Committee is empowered to 
Bill the President of the Board of Trade | make other Orders. Your Lordships are 
has, after due consider ation, appointed aware that the Judicial Committee is only 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy 4 Committee of the Privy Council. It does 
Council. In the presence of the noble | not make Orders itself : what it does is to 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack, it | recommend that certain Orders be made 
would be presumptuous for me _ to, by the King in Council. Though it is 
express any opinion upon this. The | not a matter of very great substance 
Bill, which passed through all its stages or importance, I think it would be better 
easily in the other House, has the that the ordinary procedure, which is for 
approval of the trading community, and | the Committee to “ recommend,” should 
the Board of Trade feel sure that it will be retained. I should be glad to know 
effect a great amendment of the existing whether the noble and learned Lord on 
law. Ibeg to move that the Bill be read the Woolsack is of the same opinion. I 
a second time. ,am also informed that the Clause em- 
_powering the Judicial Committees to 

Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.” | make Rules will require some slight 
—(Lord IVolverton.) | amendment, but as that is purely a draft- 
ing matter I will not trouble the House 

Lorp DAVEY: My Lords, I have with it. 

only two observations to make on this | 
Bill. In the first place, I wish to point | 
out that it is a complete novelty—I 
might say a revolution—in the patent | 
law that the question of whether a reference to the matter of substance 
proposed patent has been anticipated by a wy a — and | . 
some earlier specification should be| “°° — i ore ye 
decided by an administrative officer, and been very fully iggy oe Pe ns t 
not by a judge, with an appeal only to | propose to go into it. ith regard to the 


the law officer. It is osed that the | Point of drafting, I quite agree with my 
pete Brac Peele a i Cg | noble and Jearned friend. I think it has 


, | been by an error on the part of 
shall— 

© eile tanning Weaning the draftsman that the phrase 

< inves 2 fo 1é p e OF asecr- 

taining whether the invention claimed has | declaring that the Judicial Committee 
been wholly or in part claimed or described in | May ‘ order” was used instead of the 
any previous specification,” | word “recommend.” As the noble and 
and if he reports to the Comptroller that | learned Lord has said, the Privy Council 
that is so, the Comptroller may abso-| makes submission to His Majesty, and 
lutely require the patentee either to | then an Order is made in pursuance of 
aman his patent - to eye reference | His Majesty’s command. Therefore I 
to the prise speciientions, ane the sear | think that when the Bill reaches the 


appeal from the decision of the Comp-| ,, : . : 
troller is to the law officer. If, there- Committee stage it should be amended in 


fore, the Comptroller is of opinion that | the sense the noble and learned Lord 
the proposed patent is anticipated by a| suggests. 


2Q2 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (the 
Earl of HAtspury): My Lords, with 
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Wick Burgh Extension Order Con- 


accordingly, and committed to a Com- | firmation Bill, 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday | Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway (Aban- 
— | donment) Bill. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2° 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE | Amendments to— 


BILL [H.L.}. . 
Returned from the Commons agreed oittn — and Waterloo Railway 
to, with Amendments: the aed ill [Lords], 


Amendments to be printed; and to be| Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
considered on Thursday next. (No. 187.) | Railway Bill [Lords], 

House adjourned at Ten minutes | : : 
before Five o'clock, till To-| Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill 
morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. | [Lords], 

| 


| 


c das Hess N a Z R il yay i 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. | (Lonle], West London Railway Bill 
’ 


Monday, Vith November, 1902. | Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Rail- 
ane | way (New Lines, &c.) Bill [Lords], with- 
The House met at Two of the Clock. | out Amendment. 
IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER. PETITIONS. 
Mr. SPEAKER informed the House | baesd 
that he had received the following letter | . — a ee 
relating to the Imprisonment of a Mem- | EDUCATION — D AND WALES) 





| 
| 
| 


ber :— | wisi aii oa j ‘ 
a Ennis, Co. Clare | Petition from Sheffield, against ; to lie 
15th November, 1902. upon the Table. 
Sir, 
I have the honour to inform you that Mr. | EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
William J. Duffy, Member of Parliament for BILL. 


Galway County (South), has been arrested on | ai : ‘ 7 
a Warrant signed by me, and was on yester-| Petitions in favour: from Little Wool- 
day committed by me to H.M. Prison at Gual- | ton; Southampton; and Garston; to lie 
way to be there detained until thej18th inst., | upon the Table. 

when he is to be brought up at Mountbellew | 25 

Petty Sessions, County Galway, before a Court | 

constituted under The Criminal Law and | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETU. 
Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887, to answer to | = ve 

charges of having at Caltra, in the County of 
Galway, in August last, taken part in a| DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 


criminal conspiracy and with having incited AND 1896. 
to conspiracy. . 
vf bawe the heneaee be, | Copies presented, of two Orders dated 


| respectively the 7th and 10th November, 


Sir, 
Your most obedient Servant, | 1902, the former entitled the Bristol 
W. Newton Brapy, '(Avonmouth Dock) Foreign Animals 
The Richt Hon. ee | Wharf Order of 1902, and the latter 
The Speaker, 'revoking three Orders relative to the 
House of Commons. landing in Great Britain of animals 


sea | brought from the Channel Islands [by 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL | Act): to lie upon the Table. 
BUSINESS. 








SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. | 


That they have agreed to— 'dated 10th November, 1902, declaring 
Water Provisional Order Bill, that James Bowden, Royal Laboratory, 
Lanarkshire (Middle Ward District) | eo Office ay Nagra was Fr ae 
Water Order Confirmation Bill, | oe os 6 tH ee eee 
‘through inadvertence on the part of 
Dumbarton Corporation (Further | the Head of his Department [by Act]; 
Powers) Order Confirmation Bill, | to lie upon the Table. 
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LONDON WATER AREA. | Squadron, i.¢., the percentages it contains 

Return presented, relative thereto | of fixed carbon, hydro-carbon, water, 
jomese 6th November; Mr. Rea]; to | and ash; and also its evaporative 
ie upon the Table, and to be printed. | Power computed by the multiple most 


[No. 374.] generally used. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) I 
C a ot tel : q| am unable to give the information asked 

opy presented, of Diplomatic and! for in the first part of the hon. Member's 
Consular Repo rts, Annual Series, No. Question, as it is not immediately avail- 
2914 [by Command; to lie upon the| ahJe. It is not considered desirable in 
Table. the public interest to give the details as 
to evaporative power. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


SAMOA (No. 1, 1902). 


Copy presented, of Decision given by : “11 Doaiti 
His Majesty Oscar II., King of Sweden | Sates oS ——— « Aneta 


and Norway, as Arbitrator under the) fp JOSEPH HOWARD (Middlesex, 
seat get eg 9m ith | Tottenham) : To ask the Secretary to the 
ean ei ede NS Kingd “ be yom | Board of Education tere y long 3 to 
mpire, the Unl om reat carry out more effectually the Com- 
Britain and Ireland, and the United pulsory Clauses of the Education Acts, 
States of America, relating to the settle-| the Government will assent to the in- 
ment of certain claims on account of sertion in the Education Bill of a Clause 
Military Operations conducted in Samoa | providing that in the case of attendance 
in the year 1899. Given at Stockholm, | officers devoting the whole of their time 
14th October, 1902 [by Command]; to | to the enforcing of such Acts they shall 
lie upon the Table. ‘only be liable to dismissal from their 
———— | office with the sanction and approval of 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS __ | the Board of Education. 

CEOULATED WIE TEE VUree | (Answered by Sir William Anson.) 


, | Such a provision would appear to lie out- 
South African ee for Transport | ide the scope of the present Education 


Sik CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | Bul 


shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the) paycation Bill—Clause 13—Audit of 
Secretary to the Admiralty if the medal | unicipal Accounts. 
to be given for the conveyance of troops! gimp JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
is to be confined to the masters of | field): To ask the First Lord of the 
chartered ships and refused to the | Treasury whether, as the House has been 
masters of mail steamers, which have | deprived by the Order of the House of 
sometimes carried as many as 2,000 men | the 13th instant of the opportunity of 
in a single trip. | considering the provision in Clause 13 
|of the Education Bill, requiring that the 
(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) The | accounts of municipal cities and boroughs 
reply to the Question is in the affirmative. | shall be made up and audited so far as 
The intention is to confine the issue of the | education accounts are concerned by 
medal to troop transports on time charter, | auditors of the Local Government Board 
which are entirely at the disposal of the | instead of, as in the case of other municipal 








Government for service in any direction, | 
and the master and officers of which are 
for the time being practically the servants 
of the Crown. 


New Zealand Coal for the China 
Squadron. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 





To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
if he can give an analysis of Granity 


Creek coal as supplied to the China| 


accounts, by auditors appointed under 
the provisions of the Municipal Corpor- 
ations Act or special local Acts, he will 
afford, on the Report Stage of the Bill, an 
opportunity for considering the objections 
entertained to the proposal of the Govern- 
ment. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 1 am 
afraid that no preference can be given 
to this subject over any other on the 
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Report Stage; but as the Clause stands 
early for consideration on Friday, 28th 
November, it is possible that an oppor- 
tunity may arise for a discussion upon it. 


Questions. 


Non-payment of Rates (Scotland) Keturn. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkhire, Mid) : 
To ask the Lord Advocate whether the 
Secretary for Scotland will grant the 
Return which appears on the Paper 


{COMMONS} 





relative to non-payment of rates.* 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The Secretary for Scotland is prepared 
to grant a Return in continuation of the 
former Return of 1899, and if the hon. 
Member can make out acase for the issue 
of a Return containing the information 
asked for in Column 3 he will consider it. 


Port Ness (Lewis) Harbour. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord Advocate, in view of the 
fact that Sir John Wolfe Barry, C.E., 
has declined to visit the Island of Lewis 
for the purpose of making a report in 
regard to the condition of the harbour 
at Port Ness, will the Secretary for 
Scotland state whether the services of 
another engineer have yet been secured. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The answer to the hon. Member’s 
Question is in the affirmative. 


bury): 
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Island of Lewis—Landless Cottars. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will ascertain on what 
ground the Congested Districts Board 
are unable to open negotiations with the 
proprietor of the Island of Lewis for the 
purpose of acquiring land for cottars, 
fishermen, and others resident in the 
island. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) I 
can only refer the hon. Member to my 
answer to his similar Question on 5th 
November,+ and to the Special Report 
which is shortly to be issued. 


Cable Communication Committee—State 
Purchase of Cables. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
To ask the Postmaster General 
whether the Departmental Committee 
appointed to inquire into the cable 
arrangements between Great Britain and 
all parts of the Empire, ascertained, or 
endeavoured to ascertain, what revenue 
was derived from cable messages to and 
from this country; if so, will he state 
what is the revenue; and, if not, will he 
take steps to obtain information as to the 
amount expended by merchants and al] 
|others in this country in cabling 
messages, with a view to considering the 





question of purchasing the cables ata 
fair price. 





* The Return was as follows ;— 

“Rates (Non-payment) (Scotland),—Return 
parish in Scotland whose names were omitted 
1901 in respect of non-payment of Rates, 
to pay ; (2) failure to pay; and (3) being in 
form :— 


of the number of Rated Inhabitants in each 
from the Parliamentary Register in the year 
under the heads of (1) relief through inability 
receipt of parochial relief, in the following 
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Number of persons removed from the 
Parliamentary Register in the year 1901 in 
respect of non-payment of Rates, under the 
following heads :— 


(3) 


(2) , 

| Z 

Failvre | Being in receipt aa FI 
to pay. | of parochial - = 
| = = 


relief. 





| | 
| 
| | 


| 





The Return to indicate the number of tenants in each parish with rentals under £4 (in! 


continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 376, 
+ See page 142. 


of Session 1899). 
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(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | 
I was not a member of the Committee to | 
which my hon. friend refers, but their | 
Report and Minutes of Evidence have | 
been published as a Parliamentary Paper 
[Cd. 1056] of 1902. On reference to this 
Paper my hon. friend will see the scope 
of their inquiries. The Committee re- 
ported strongly against any scheine for | 
the general purchase of cables by the 
State, and Iam not prepared to advise 
that His Majesty's Government should 
enter upon such an operation. 


Irish Trunk Telephone System. 

THE Marquess or HAMILTON : 
(Londonderry): To ask the Postmaster 
General if he will say how many, and 
what, towns in Ireland have been con- 
nected by the trunk telephone system ; 
whether in al! cases the trunk system 
has been established without any grant 
from the cities and districts concerned ; 
and, if so, will he explain why the Post 
Office authorities have required a 
guarantee of over £500 per annum for 
the establishment of a trunk telephone 
from Belfast to Londonderry. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | 


The following thirteen towns in Ireland 
have been connected with the trunk tele- 
phone system: Dublin, Belfast, Balbrig- 
gan, Drogheda, Dundalk, Newry, 
Banbridge, Cork, Limerick, Waterford, 
Wexford, Wicklow, and Arklow. In two 
cases, namely Newry and Banbridge, 
the connections have been established 
under guarantee. An extension to Naas 
is now being carried out under a 
guarantee. The ordinary rule in all 
cases of proposed extensions is to require 
a guarantee where there is reason to 
suppose that the revenue will not cover 
the maintenance and working expenses. 
When the working of the trunk system 
was transferred to the Post Office a 
number of extensions were made in 
Ireland without guarantee. Experience 
has shown that none of the Irish trunk 
lines, except those between Dublin and 
Belfast, are remunerative, and there is 
no reason to think that a_Belfast- 
Londonderry line, which would be costly, 
would be any exception to this rule. 


Telegraph Service—Male and Female 
Clerks. 


W.) : 
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whether he is aware that at times in the 
Central Office, London, and in other 
places, male clerks senior in age and 
receiving higher pay than the women 
supervisors are placed under their 
control ; and whether steps will be taken 


Questions. 


_to abolish the practice in accordance with 


the desire of the Tweedmouth Com- 
mission. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Such an arrangement occasionally 
obtains, especially at times when male 
telegraphists are voluntarily performing 
extra duty on sections of circuits which 
are under the immediate supervision of 
women; but I am assured that the 
expressed desire of the Tweedmouth 
Committee on this subject is duly 
observed, and that men are placed under 
the supervision of women as rarely as 
possible. I may add, as regards the 
Central Telegraph Office, that female 
supervisors are themselves under the 
control of male superintendents and 
assistant controllers. 


British Post Offices at Jerusalem and 
Peking. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: To ask 
the Postmaster General whether he is 
aware that there are French, Russian, 
German, and Austrian post offices at 
Jerusalem and at Peking, and no British 
post offices at these important places ; 
and whether he will make inquiries as to 
the business done at those places by 
British subjects and traders with Great 
Britain, with a view to opening post offices 
under England’s management. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The answer to the first part of the hon. 
Member’s Question is the:same as was 
given to him in reply to a_ similar 
Question asked on the 5th of May last.7 
Iam aware that the Governments of 
certain foreign countries have established 
post offices at Jerusalem and Peking and 
that there are no British post offices 
there. Inquiries have already been 
made whether any exceptional circum- 
stances rendered it advisable to establish 


a British post office at Peking and I am 


satisfied that it is not necessary. In the 
case of Jerusalem I know of no demand 
for a British post office ; and I do not 


_ propose to take any steps in that direc- 
Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, | 
To ask the Postmaster General | 


tion. 





t See (4) Debates, evii., 619. 
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India—Acreage of Cultivated Lands. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is possession 
of any agricultural statistics which will 
enable him to compare the acreage of 
land cultivated in the several provinces of 
India at the present time with the acreage 


(Juestions. 
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| from the contractors. Penalties to pre- 
| vent delay were provided in the contract 
‘in the usual manner, but no decision 
/can be come to in ‘regard to enforcing 
‘them until the works are finished, and 
'the circumstances under which the 
| delay occurred fully considered. 


cultivated in any year subsequent to | 


1890; and, if so, will he quote the 
figures. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The cropped acreage for 
surveyed tracts in the several provinces 


was returned in 1890-1891 and 1900- | 


1901, respectively, as follows :— 


1890-91. 1900-01. 

Burma 7,942,000 11,835,000 
Bengal ‘ 63,121,000 62,098,000 
United Provinces 2,416,000 42,036,000 
Punjab . : . 23,536,000 31,770,000 
Bombay and Sindh. 28,701,000 25,468,000 
Central Provinces . 16,741,000 16,210,000 
Madras , 26,096,000 27,850,000 
Minor Provinces 2,365,000 


5,276,000 


Uganda Railway. 

Sir ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): To ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is aware that an order was 
given to an American firm for thirty 
viaducts for the Uganda Railway in 
October, 1900, and that it was a con- 
dition of the contract that they should 
be erected complete in forty-six weeks, | 
that is, by September 1901; whether, 
seeing that the first viaduct was com- | 
pleted by the 31st March, 1901, and | 
seven more by the 3lst March, 1902, he 
can say when the remaining twenty-two 
will be finished ; and whether in future 
he will insert penalties sufficient to 
prevent delay in fulfilling contracts. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) An 
order was given for twenty-seven via- 
ducts in December, 1900, to an Ameri- 
ean firm which had offered to construct 
and deliver them in forty-six weeks. 
The contract provided that actual erec- 
tion was to be completed within seven 
months from the date on which the 


chief engineer should report that he | 


was ready for the contractors to begin 
work. This he did on the 20th 
December, 1901, and the viaducts 
should therefore have been completed 
by 19th July, 1902. Thirteen of these. 
viaducts have already been taken over | 


Naval Ordnance Department— 
Promotions. 

| Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD (Wool- 
wich): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, in view of the assurances 
given, that positions in the Naval 
Ordnance Department which could be 
|taken by gunners and boatswains as 
they became vacant should be filled by 
men of the rank of naval warrant officers, 
he will explain why none of the ten 
vacancies for assistant naval ordnance 
officers that have occurred since 1899, 
have been filled by the appointment ot a 
naval warrant officer. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) The 
course that has been adopted in regard 
to the filling of vacancies for assistant 
naval ordnance officers is in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee which dealt with the reorganisa- 
tion of the Naval Ordnance Store De- 
partment. If the noble Lord will refer 
to the reply given to his previous Ques- 


| tion on this subject, on the 2nd June 


last,+ he will find a statement as to the 
scope of this Committee’s recommenda- 
tions so far as they dealt with the 
employment of retired warrant officers. 


MSS. Ordnance Survey Memoirs of 
Ireland. 

Mr. O’DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland where and in 
whose custody are preserved the MSS. 
of the Ordnance Survey Memoirs of 
Ireland; whether, seeing that the only 
volume printed by the Government was 
Volume I., relating to the city of London- 
derry and parish of Templemore, the 
Irish Government will consider the 
advisability of preserving these memoirs 
by having them printed; or, if the 
County Councils undertook the same, 
whether the Government would afford 
facilities therefor and give a grant in 
aid thereof. 





+ See (4) Debates, eviii., 1110. 
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(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
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One 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 


MSS. referred to are in the custody of | Rural District Council has appealed against 
the Royal Irish Academy. The publica-| the scheme proposed by the County 
tion, at the expense of the State, of the Council. A local inquiry must in conse- 
single volume mentioned, which dealt | 
with one parish only, cost £1,705. The | 


publication of the remaining MSS., of 
which there are a large number, was 
not continued, mainly on the ground of 
expense. I understand they are in 
excellent preservation and order, are 


quence be held before the Local Govern- 
ment Board can sanction the scheme or 
any modification of it. When the views 
of the remaining District Councils have 
been received the inquiry will be arranged 
for, and no unnecessary delay will be 


‘allowed to elapse before the Board gives 


freely accessible to the public, and have | 
been largely utilised in various works 


bearing on the history and antiquities 


of Ireland. Any proposals by County | 


Councils in the direction suggested, if 
made, would be considered by Govern- 
ment. 


Historical Relics at Greenan, 
Londonderry. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY : To ask the Chief 


its decision. 


Dungannon Extra Police. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) : To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will say upon 
whose authority extra constabulary were 


drafted into Dungannon on the 5th 
‘instant ; whether there was any breach 
| of the peace on that date ; whether he is 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 


Ireland what steps have been taken by 
the lrish Government for the preservation 
of the ancient buildings on the hill of 
Greenan, near Londonderry ; and, seeing 
that this historical and ancient monument 
has been preserved from destruction by 
the action of a local antiquarian who had 
the buildings thereon renewed, will he 
state whether steps will be taken by the 
Board of Works to have the existing 
buildings vested in them, and thereby 
preserve one of the most historic and 
ancient monuments of Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Board of Works is precluded from making 
any expenditure on ancient monuments 
unless their custody is yested in the 
Board by deed. The Department will 
endeavour to ascertain if the proprietor 
of the monument in question is prepared 
to execute such a deed. 


Road Labour Scheme for County 
imerick. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in view of 
the lack of employment for agricultural 
labourers in County Limerick, he will see, 


now that the Limerick County Council | 
‘thing passed off peaceably. A force of 


have done their part by direct labour, 


_ that the Local Government Board put 
the scheme in regard to the repairs and | 


maintenance of the public roads into 
Operation as soon as possible. 


aware that the sixty men of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary only arrived late on 
the evening of the 5th instant ; and will 
he say upon whom it is proposed to 
charge the expenses of these additional 
men, seeing that the opinion of the local 
authorities that additional police were not 
required was right ; and will he state if 
there is any precedent for the sending of 
such a force on that date in previous 
years. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) An 
extra force of sixty men was drafted into 
Dungannon on the 5th instant upon the 
recommendation of the officers locally 
responsible for the preservation of the 
peace. The local magistrates concurred 
in the opinion that an extra force was 
necessary ; they only differed from the 
police authorities in their estimates of the 
number of men required. The occur- 


/rences in view of which the force was 


sent did not take place until the evening 


of the date mentioned, consequently the 


| 
} 


| 
| 


men did not arrive until a few hours 
previously. No breach of the peace 
occurred, I am happy to say. On two 
occasions this year rioting took place, 
when a small force was drafted into 
Dungannon; on two other occasions, 
when a large force was brought in, every- 


ten men was sent on 5th November, 1901. 
A charge amounting to £6 2s. 6d. will be 
made against the urban district in respect 
of the men employed on the 5th instant. 
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Licensing Case at Sneem, Kerry. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that Mary Doyle, who holds 
a licence in Sneem, County Kerry, caters 
for the public, that she has kept no 
drink on the premises for twelve 
months, and that the police authorities 
opposed her licence on those grounds ; 
and, seeing that Mr. Warden, of Derry- 
quin, got an assignment of her licence 
over twelve months ago, will he say who 
pays the licence money to the excise 
authorities. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
police did not oppose this licence, nor 
is it the fact, as alleged, that Mr. 
Warden obtained an assignment of the 
licence. I cannot say by whom the 
licence duty is paid. 


Army—Lodging Allowances for Officers 
and their Servants at Hong Kong. 
Sir JOHN TUKE (Edinburgh and St. 
Andrews Universities): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he will 
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Questions. 


taken, in view of the representations 
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addressed to him from the General 
Officer commanding at Hong Kong, in 
November, 1901, to increase the lodging 
allowance and allowances for servants 
granted to officers of the garrison, in 
view of the house rent and rates of 
wages charged in the Colony. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The rates of lodging allowance have been 
increased from the Ist April, 1902. As 
regards the servants’ allowance it was 
considered that there was no sufficient 
reason for any increase of rate. 


Transport—the “ Britannic.” 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War, can he 
state the number and composition of the 
troops embarked on board the “ Britannic ” 
from South Africa on 7th July for 
Australia, and the number for which she 
was fitted; how many men died on the 
voyage ; and how many have since died 
in hospital both in Australia and New 
Zealand. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrvk.) 





state whether any steps have been! The figures were as follows :— 

First Class. Second Class. Troops. 
Accommodation . A ‘ é ° . 88 6 1,084 
Numbers embarked . > ° ° ° ° 85 4 1,002 

Composition :— 

Australian Commonwealth Horse . , ° 38 —_ 24 
8th New Zealand Contingent. , . ° 43 4 891 
10th New Zealand Contingent ‘ - P 2 — 82 
Details . , : . ‘ ° 2 — 5 





Two deaths took place on the voyage 
and thirteen on shore from illness con- 
tracted on board or in South Africa ; five 
others died from illness developed on 
shore. 

Education Bill—Trust Endowments. 

Mr. JOHN HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
Richmond): To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether the new Clause 
with regard to endowments will apply to 
endowments administered under a 
Charity Commission scheme; if so, in 
what way it will affect schools entirely 
maintained by the endowment, but on 
the lists of schools supplying elementary 
education to the district and inspected 
by His Majesty’s inspectors; and how 
will it affect schools in which the en- 
dowments are used partly for elementary 
and partly for secondary education but 
which receive the Parliamentary grant. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
new Clause referred to will apply to en- 
dowments under schemes in the same 
manner as to endowments under ordinary 
trusts. The schools referred to in the 
second paragraph of the Question would 
appear not to be public elementary 
schools, but merely certified efficient 
schools ; such schools will not be affected 
by the Clause. The answer to the third 
part of the Question must depend in each 
case upon the terms of the trust or 
scheme. 


London Traffic and Communication— 
Proposed Royal Commission. 

Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) To ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
in the event of an inquiry being pro- 
moted by the Government, by a Royal 
Commission or otherwise, as to the best 
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means of facilitating traffic and improv- South African Medals. 

ing the means of communication in| Mr. BUTCHER (York): I beg to ask 
London, he would consider the advisa-|the Secretary of State for War whether 
bility of including in such inquiry the) his attention has been called to the fact 
question of obviating, by the provision of | that under the existing regulations for 
subways or otherwise, the necessity of | the distribution of the Queen’s South 


Questions, 
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impeding the traffic by breaking up the 
streets for the purpose of laying and re- | 
pairing pipes, wires, and sewers. 


African medal and the King’s South 
African medal, those officers and men 


'who served during the earlier period of 


| the war will receive but one medal, while 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) In! 
the event of an inquiry being instituted 
my hon. friend’s suggestion will be con- | 
sidered. 





(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. | 
Unemployed Reservists. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can state the num- 
ber of unemployed reservists referred to | 
in the letter recently issued by himself 
and the Commander-in-Chief 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
No, Sir; no record of thefigures is avail- 
able. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : None 
at all 9 


Mr. BRODRICK: No record is 
available. 
South African War—Honours for War | 
Office Officials. 


MaJoR RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will state what number of 
officers and civil servants connected with 
the War Office have been rewarded for | 
good service at home in connection with | 
the late war in South Africa, and what 
form such rewards took. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The following have | 
been the honours conferred on officers | 
and civil servants connected with the | 


those who served for the same time 
during the later period will receive two 
medals; whether the effect of these 
regulations will be to exclude the whole 
or the greater part of the Colonial troops 
from the possibility of receiving more 
than one medal: and, whether under 
these circumstances, he will reconsider 
the regulations as to the issue of these 
medals. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The regulations for 
the issue of these medals were only 
decided upon after very careful considera- 
tion of all the interests involved. My 
hon. friend must recollect that the 
Colonial troops are not alone in being 
affected in respect of the dates of service 
to which theissues apply, and the inten- 
tion was that regular troops should 
receive special consideration as compared 


_ with those serving for shorter periods at 
a higher rate of pay. There is no inten- 


tion of reconsidering the regulation. 


Robert Leonard, 6th Dragoons. 
Mr. GEORGE FABER (York): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he proposes to further investigate 


the case of Robert Leonard, late sergeant 
‘in the 6th Dragoons, who was recently 


degraded to the ranks, by a sentence of 
court-martial at York, for having written 
a letter to the Secretary of State for 
War, complaining of the harsh way in 
which recruits in the regiment were 
treated and making complaints against 
his squadron commander. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The General Officer 





War Office for good service at home commanding the district was recently 
during the war—two G.O.B.’s: four| instructed to make an investigation 
K.C.B.’s; sixteen C.B.’s; one Knight-| into this matter. A Report of the 
hood; one C.M.G. In addition, four! proceedings has not yet reached the 
clerks have received the Imperial Service | War Office. 

Order, and His Majesty has conferred | 
the Victorian Order on eight officials of | 
the War Department during the past | 
two years. 


H.M.S. ‘‘ Diadem. 
Sir WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
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Admiralty whether the repairs to the 
boilers of H.M.S. “ Diadem”’ are com- 
pleted at Glasgow, and when will she 
be under steam; and can he state the 
total cost involyed in these repairs. 


Questions. 


THe CIVIL LORD oF THe ADMI- 
RALTY: (Mr. PreryMAn, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The repairs to the boilers of 
H.M.S. * Diadem ” are not yet reported 
as having been completed. The main 
engines have, however, been under 
steam in the basin at the contractors’ 
works, and it is expected that a full 
power trial will be carried out in about 
ten days time. As the “Diadem” is 
being repaired on the basis of a schedule 
of prices, and the work is not yet 
completed, I am unable at present to 
give the actual cost. 


H.M.S. “ Terrible.” 

Str WILLIAM ALLAN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
a statement of the repairs required to 
be done to the boilers of H.M.S. 
“Terrible” has been sent to the 
Admiralty; and, if so, whether he will 
lay the list upon the Table of the 
House. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: The list of boiler 
repairs and alterations which it is 
considered desirable to carry out in 
H.M.S. ‘‘Terrible” has been received 
from the dockyard. There is no objection 
to the list being laid upon the Table 
if there is any desire that such a course 
shall be taken. 


India—Conduct of 9th Lancers at Sialkote 
—Indiscriminate Punishment of the 
Regiment. 

Major RASCH : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether he is in 
a position to give the House any informa- 
tion with reference to the reported punish- 
ment of the 9th Lancers, now quartered 
at Sialkote. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord GrorGE HaMILTon, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): The punishment inflicted 
on the 9th Lancers was (1) recall from 
leave (other than leave on medical certi- 
ficate) of all officers and men, and stoppage 
of all leave until Ist June, 1903; (2) 
imposition of additional sentry duty while 
the regiment is in cantonments until Ist 
June, 1903. It may be well that I should 
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add that I am informed by the Govern- 
ment of India that this punishment was 
inflicted by them because a native was 
assaulted and died of his injuries under 
circumstances which made it reasonably 
certain that his assailants were men of 
the 9th Lancers, and because, subse- 
quently, no serious attempt to discover 
the offenders was made by the regimental 
authorities, on whom, as well as on the 
men of the regiment, the responsibility 
for the failure to bring them to justice is 
considered by the Government of India 
to rest. 


Questions. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
May I ask whether that has been done 
with the full sanction of the officer com- 
manding and the military authorities ? 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
punishment has been inflicted on the 
regiment with the full approval of the 
military authorities. 


*CoLONEL LEGGE (St.George’s, Hanover 
Square): Will a full and independent 
inquiry be made into all the circumstances 
of the case ? 


*Lorp GEORGEHAMILTON : No, Sir. 
This isa matter of military discipline with 
which I do not feel called upon to 
interfere. 


Indian Native Army Colonels. 
Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he will 
state why no colonels of the Native 
Army in India have been promoted to 
the rank of Major-General since October, 
1900. 


*Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON: By 
Royal Warrant of 5th November, 1899, 
it was laid down that “from Ist January, 
1901, no promotion shall be made to the 
rank of Major-General or Lieutenant- 
General, except by selection, to fill an 
appointment, or as a reward for distin- 
guished service.” From the Ist Janu- 
ary, 1901, therefore, promotion by 
seniority to the rank of Major-General 
ceased ; and the question what Indian 
appointments should carry that rank is 
now under consideration by a joint War 
Office and India Office Committee, whose 
final report is expected shortly. 
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Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum. 

CapTaIN NORTON: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for Pontefract, I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 
attention has been directed to the injuries 
recently inflicted upon an attendant by 
a patient in Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic 
Asylum; and if he can say whether 
precautions were taken to ensure the 
safety of the attendant in question while 
in the execution of his duty. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERS 


Dovetas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): [| 


have had a Report made to me on this 
occurrence, and find that for some days | 
previously special precautions had been | 
taken to prevent danger from this par- | 
ticular patient, but that the attendant | 
in question (though specially warned a | 
few hours before the attack) failed to 
exercise the necessary caution. I am 
satisfied that very great care is used at 
Broadmoor to prevent injury being 
caused by the patients to themselves or 
their attendants, and the occurrence in 
question must be regarded as one which 
no possible care could altogether preclude 
in an asylum such as Broadmoor. 


Captain NORTON: May I venture 
to hope that the right hon. Gentleman 
will see that the special claim of this man 
to a suitable pension is favourably con- 
sidered ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Sunday Trading Prosecutions at Dart- 
mouth. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he can state the 
number of convictions and the amount 
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matter in which I feel called upon to 
issue any directions such as are suggested, 
even if I had the power to do so, nor can 
I express any opinion as to the repeal of 
the Act in question. 


(Questions. 


Mr. TULLY: Why does the right hon. 
Gentleman refuse to inquire ? 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The matter 
is one for the police. 


Mr. TULLY: And have you no super- 
vision over the local police ? 





) 
| *Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Not in this 


| matter. 


Islington Parish Church Bells—Cost oft 
Ringing on King’s Birthday. 

LIEUTENANT-OoLonEL TUFNELL (Es- 
sex, S. E.): I beg to ask the President 
| of the Local Government Board whether 
'he will explain why the Local Govern- 
/ment Board auditor has disallowed the 
_amount paid hitherto for the ringing of 
the bells of the parish church, Islington, 
/on the King’s birthday, which prevented 
|the bells being rung on Sunday, 9th 
instant ; and whether he is aware that 
the ringing of the bells on this occasion 
| has been done for many generations. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
/'GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Water 
| LonG, Bristol, S.): The question which the 
‘auditor had to determine was whether 
| this expenditure could legally be defrayed 

by the Borough Council out of the 
rates. In his opinion it could not, and 
| hence it washisduty todisallowthecharge. 
| He has stated his reasons for the dis- 
allowance in the book of account, and it 
|is competent for any person aggrieved 
| by his decision to address an appeal to 


| e -4: 
'me against it. The validity of these 





of the fines obtained against Mr. Joseph | reasons would then be carefully con- 
Scannell, tobacconist, Dartmouth, under ; sidered, and if it was found that the 
the Lord’s Day Observance Act of | disallowance had been lawfully made it 
Charles II. ; whether the police will be | would be competent for me to remit it 
directed to enforce this Act against | on equitable grounds. I should be quite 
publicans as well as tobacconists ; and, ready to give favourable consideration 
if not, when it is proposed to repeal | to any such appeal. 

it. 

*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I have no | 
information which would enable me to | 
answer the first part of this Question. 
As regards the latter part, it is not a 


New Street from Charing Cross to the 
Mall. 


Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, S.): I beg to 
ask the hon. Member for North Hunts, 
as representing the First Commissioner of 
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Works, if he can state when the new 
street from Charing Cress to the Mall 
will be begun, and when it will be open 
for traffic. 


*Mr.| AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunts, 
Ramsey): The matter is being carefully 
considered by the First Commissioner, but 
he is not in a position to make any 
statement about it at this moment. 


(Questions. 


Glasgow Corporation and the Clyde. 

Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick): I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
whether he will lay upon the Table the 
Report of Sheriff Jameson upon the 
application by the Corporation of the 
City of Glasgow to be constituted the 
port local authority for the Clyde. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): When 
the draft Order constituting the port 
local authority is issued, the Secretary 
for Scotland will consider the propriety 
of complying with the hon. Member's 
suggestion. 


Education Bill—Frovided Schools. 

Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Otley): I beg toask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education if the local education 
authorities will have power to treat as 
provided schools schools that, originally 
founded as undenominational schools, 
have become denominational by the con- 
nivence of the trustees. 


THe SECRETARY or toe BOARD oF 
EDUCATION (Sir WiLiiam ANSON, 
Oxford University): The denomina- 
tional or undenominationa]l character 
of a school does not affect the question 
of provision. Unless a school is provided 
by the local education authority it can- 
not be treated by the authority as a 
provided school. 


Return of Schools Charging Fees. 

Mr. BATTY LANGLEY (Sheffield, 
Atterclifie): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Education whether he 
will state how many elementary, volun- 
tary, and board schools are now charging 
fees ; what is the annual amount received 
by Church of England, Wesleyan, Roman 
Catholic, British and other schools, also 
board schools ; and how is the amount 


received applied | 
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Str WILLIAM ANSON: According to 
the latest Returns (1900-1901) the 
‘number of schools charging fees was as 
follows:—-Church of England schools, 
1,756 ; Wesleyan, 307 ; Roman Catholic, 
113; British and other, 330 ; Board, 153 ; 
total, 2,659. The amount received from 
fees was—Church of England schools 
£121,815 ; Wesleyan, £29,981 ; Roman 
Catholic, £7,163; British and other, 
£31,161; Board, £41,161; total, 
£231,281. The amount received in fees 
is entered in Form 9 and applied to the 
maintenance of the schools. 


Roscommon County and District Council 


ections. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): On behalf 
of the hon. Member for North Belfast I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland if he is aware that at the last 
elections for county councillors and 
district councillors in Roscommon a 
number of county and district councillors 
who were re-elected without opposition 
acted as paid presiding officers and poll 
clerks at contested elections in the same 
county ; and will he state what action he 
proposes to take in the matter. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): I am aware that this objectionable 
practice prevailed at some of the elections 
in County Roscommon. The question of 
its legality, which is doubtful, can be 
raised, I think, either on the audit or by 
election petition. But I do not at present 
see what independent action the Executive 
can take in the matter. 


Belfast Winter Assizes. 

Mr. SLOAN: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for North Belfast I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether, 
in view of the desire expressed by the 
commercial people of Belfast, Down, and 
Antrim, that the winter assize should be 
held in Belfast for criminal business, as 
at present it generally is, and that a 
court for trying civil cases and appeals 
should sit at the same time, he will take 
steps to establish such a court, 

Mr. ATKINSON: There is a good deal 
of difficulty in holding winter assizes 
permanently (which the suggested change 


would necessitate) in any particular town, 


but the matter is under consideration, I 
cannot, however, give the undertaking 


| asked for. 
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Longford Registry of Titles. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask Mr. 


Attorney General for Ireland whether 
he can state why the Local Registrar of 
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| different view as to the nature of the 


Titles in Longford issued a circular to. 


the tenant purchasers calling on them to 
re-register their titles; and 
Government defray the cost which this 
second registration has imposed on the 
purchasers. 


will the | 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Member | 


is under a misapprehension. No circular 
has been issued requiring re-registration, 
nor has any re-registration taken place. 
The precise nature and legal effect of 
what has been done were described by 
me in a reply to a Question addressed to 
me by the hon. Member for North Long- 
ford on the 5th of July of last year,? to 
which I beg to refer the hon. Member. 


Prosecution of Herbert Lindsay at Belfast. 

Mr. SLOAN: On behalf of the ben. 
Member for North Belfast I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland if his 
attention has been called to the case of 
Herbert Lindsay, who was arrested on 
9th September last by a sergeant of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary for an assault ; 
and seeing that, at the trial before the 
presiding magistrate, the sergeant ad- 
mitted that he received from Lindsay his 
name and address and stated he had no 
reason to doubt his genuineness, and 
that the presiding magistrate charac- 
terised the arrest under the circumstances 
as an error of judgment, can he take 
immediate steps to prevent the recur- 
rence of similar cases. 


Mr. ATKINSON: In this case the 
complainant was willing and anxious to 
proceed to the Station House and charge 
Lindsay with an aggravated assuult. 
The sergeant who, by the way, was him- 
self a Presbyterian, on the information 
he was then able to obtain, came to the 
conclusion that the assault was of an ag- 
gravated character. Under those circum- 
stances he was, by the provisions of the 
229th Section of a Local Act (8 & 9 Vict., 
cap. 142) justified in arresting the accused 
and bringing him to the police station. 
The resident magistrate, on all the facts 


brought out at the hearing, took a’ 





+ See (4) Debates, xevi., 1003. ~ 


assault, merely observing that it might 
have been better to have proceeded by 
summons, but that the best official 
might be guilty of an error of judgment. 
The police are fully aware of the rules 
which should guide them in the discharge 
of their delicate duties in Belfast. No 
action by the Executive appears to be 


ec lled for. 


Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the case 
of Herbert Lindsay, who was convicted 
in Belfast and ordered to pay forty 
shillings and costs, or in default to be 
imprisoned for one calendar month for 
alleged assault ; if his attention has been 
called to the evidence given on appeal at 
the Belfast Recorder’s Court, where the 
decision of the magistrate was reversed, 
and will he state on what ground the 
evidence of character was refused by the 
stipendiary ; will he cause further inquiry 
to be made in this case; and can he 
arrange that in future cases of criminal 
prosecution, where evidence of character 
is tendered, magistrates will receive such 
evidence before the determination of a 
case. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The evidence given 
before the Recorder was not the same as 
that given before the resident magistrate, 
inasmuch as there was a cross case before 
the latter, on the hearing of which 
Lindsay made some important admissions 
touching his own conduct on the occa- 
sion. Evidence of character was ten- 
dered, but the resident magistrate said 
it was unnecessary, as he would assume 
that Lindsay was a man of excellent 
character, and that in forcing his way 
into the house of the complainant, who 
was a Roman Catholic, and endeavouring 
to sell to her a work treating of the 
worship of the Virgin Mary, which was 
offensive to Roman Catholics, he acted 
from conscientious motives. The Exe- 


cutive cannot dictate to resident magis- 





trates or other judges how they are to 
decide cases which come before them. 
If magistrates fall into error, their 
mistakes can be corrected by due process 
of law. 


Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon. 
| Gentleman take some steps to prevent a 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: On June 26th I 


Questions. 


in Belfast by shoving his religious views | stated that the first requisite of a case 


under people’s noses ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Proper steps are | 


taken by the police. 


Rock Angus Lights. 
Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down. N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board 


of Trade whether he will recommend | 
the Irish Lights Board to send an in- | 
spector to make local inyuiries as to the | 


necessity for lighting Rock Angus at 
the entrance of Strangford Lough. 


oF TRADE (Mr. GeraLD BALFour, 
Leeds, Central): I am informed by the 
Commissioners of Irish Lights that 
their Inspector has already visited Rock 
Angus, and reported to the effect that 
it is undesirable to light the rock ex- 


cept in connection with an extensive | 


system of leading lights up Lough 
Strangford. 


Irish School Teachers’ Salaries. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, the salaries 
of teachers in Ireland having now been 
consolidated, there is any objection to 
their being paid in future monthly 
instead of, as at present, quarterly. 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAm, Dover): The 
present system of quarterly payments 
necessitates the continuous employment, 
for a fortnight, of almost the entire 
staff of the Education Office. Monthly 
payments would entail a very largely 
increased staff. On this ground alone 
the suggestion of my hon. friend could 
not be adopted. 


Inspection of Irish Poor Law Boarded- 
out Children. 


Mr. TULLY: 


in favour of appointing a second lady 
inspectress was that all parties should 
co-operate to make the first a success. 
‘Some resolutions have been received 
‘and are to be regretted. But the 
_ general attack on the first appointment 
has ceased, and a second lady inspectress, 
Miss FitzGerald Kenney, who is, | 
understand, a Roman Catholic, has been 
appointed. 


Tallow Conspiracy Trial. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 


la : 
Tue PRESIDENT or THE BOARD Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the charge of the Lord 
Chief Baron in the case of O'Keeffe y, 
Walsh and others, of Tallow, in which 
certain officials were alleged to have been 
guilty of a breach of public trust ; and 
if he can state what proceedings he pro- 
poses to institute against the officials so 


| referred to. 


| judgment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have read a 
newspaper report of this important 
I respectfully decline to 
debate the course pursued by the Exe- 
cutive more than three years ago. 


Mr. TULLY: Why don’t you prose- 


| cute them ? 


I beg to ask the Chief | 


'within the county. 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 
of Ireland, whether he has received 
resolutions from several poor law 


boards refusing permission to the present 
lady inspector to examine the children 
boarded out at nurse; and whether 


he can state when it is proposed to| 


appoint a Roman Catholic lady as an | 


additional inspector, and what will be 
the conditions of the appointment. | | 


Irish Court Houses. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state how many 
County Councils have refused to vote 


money for the maintenance of the 
Assize and Sessions Court-houses ; and 
how many court-houses have, in con- 


sequence, been left derelict on the hands 
of the sheriffs for those counties. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: One County 
Council only, namely that of Mayo, 
recently refused to provide funds for 
the maintenance of three court-houses 
Under the Local 
Government Act, 1898, it is the duty of 
the County Council to maintain these 
buildings in good condition and repair. 
If the Council fails in its duty in this 
respect, adequate remedies are provided 
by the Act. The contingency contem- 
plated in the second part of the Question 


could never arise. 
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Irish Intermediate Education. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether any of the inspectors 


appointed by the Board of Intermediate | 


Education have any knowledge of Irish ; 
and, if not, whether inspectors who are 
capable of examining the pupils in Irish 
will be appointed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are no 
inspectors in the service of the Inter- 
mediate Education Board. 


Irish Land Bill. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is now in a position 
to indicate the material points in which 
his proposals for dealing with the Irish 
land question will differ from the Bill 
which he introduced this year. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have nothing to 
add to the statements I have made in 
this House and out of it. I believe them 
to be intelligible, and, in any case, I 
deprecate a piecemeal anticipation of a 
First Reading speech. 


Irish University Education Commission. 

Mr. CAREW (Meath, 8.): On behalf 
of the hon. Member for North Monag- 
han, I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can say when it is expected 
the Royal Commission on Irish Univer- 
sity Education will issue its Report. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THe TREASURY (Mr. A J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): Iam given 
to understand that the Report will 
probably be laid before Easter. 


Municipal Trading—Suggested Royal 

ommission. 

Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, seeing that the Select Committee 
of this House on Municipal Trading, 
appointed on the 6th April, 1900, has 
not been re-appointed, and in view of the 
increase in municipal debt and_ rates 
occasioned by municipal trading and other 
causes, he will consent to the appoint- 
ment of a Royal Commission to inquire 
into the question of municipal trading, 
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'and into the causes which have resulted 


in the increase in municipal debt and 
rates. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I should 
like to ask whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man accepts the statement twice made in 
the Question that what is called municipal 
trading raises the rates; and, if not, 
whether he approves of such a suggestion 
in the form of a Question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Really, it is 
not my business to criticise Questions. 
I am their victim, and not their critic. 
Any Gentleman who has any views on 
that point should address the Chair. As 
regards the Question put on the Paper 
by my hon. friend, I have to say that it 
is, I think, to be regretted that the Joint 
Committee was not re-appointed, and I 
hope there will be a possibility of re- 
appointing it at no distant date. His 
suggestion fora Royal Commission might 
be entertained in the absence of the other 
alternative, but I should not like to give 
any definite answer to that question with- 
out more consideration than I have been 
able to give to the subject. 


Mr. LOUGH: May I ask you, Mr. 
Speaker, if itis in order to make a state- 
ment that municipal trading raises the 
rates, in the form of a Question ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: As a rule, argumen- 
tative statements of that kind are not 
admitted in a Question. I have not had 
my attention called to this Question, or 
considered its form. 


Education Bill—Leased Schools, 

Mr. CHANNING — (Northampton- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he will place on 
the Paper an Amendment to Schedule 4, 
to include on the repeals Section 24 of the 
Act of 1870, with a view to carry out his 
undertaking to preclude in the case of 
schools which have been transferred to 
School Boards the retransfer of such 
schools to the managers. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I think that the 
general principle which should govern the 
case referred to by the hon. Gentleman is 
that which I have already more than once 
described as applicable to leased schools. 
If a local authority should voluntarily 


give up, under its powers, a school which 


2h 
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has been transferred to it, I think that 
case would have to be considered, subject 
to the provisions of Clause 9. I have 
already indicated that that is my view 
with regard to schools which are leased 
to the authority, and of which the lease 
has terminated. 


Education 


{COMMONS} 


*Mr. CHANNING: May I draw the 


right hon. Gentleman’s attention to a 
passage in a speech he made on the 14th 
July, in which he used very strong words 
in reply to the appeal made by the 
hon. Baronet who is now Secretary to the 
3oard of Education to withdraw this 
Clause—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


*Mr. CHANNING :I will put a further 
Question on the Paper. 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL 
(Stirling Burghs): Can the right hon. 


Gentleman tell us what the business will | 


be on Friday next ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the right 
hon. Gentleman will kindly repeat the 
Question tomorrow I shall be prepared to 
give an answer. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
[GRANTS [14TH NOVEMBER]—REPORT. 
Resolution reported: “That it is ex- 
pedient to authorise the payment, out of 
moneys to be provided by Parliament, of 
certain annual grants to local education 
authorities in pursuance of any Act of 
the present Session to make further pro- 


BANNERMAN | 


vision with respect to education in Eng- , 


land and Wales.” 


(2.45) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR suggested 
that it would be for the convenience of 
the House that these proposals should 
not be debated at this stage. On the 


Clause that was coming on they would , 


be governed in their discussion of these 
proposals by the Rules of Committee, and 
not by the more stringent Rules of Report, 


Si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said he would like to make the observa- 
tion that it was rather an odd procedure 
to invite the House of Commons to con- 
sider on Monday a Clause which was only 


put upon the Paper on Friday night, and | 


a proposal which affected so closely not 
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only the interests that the House had to 
guard, but the interests and concerns of 
so many local authorities throughout the 
country. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It 
would be irregular to discuss the Clause on 
Report of the Money Resolution. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said he was going to conclude by saying 
that he did not see any objection to the 
course proposed. He had no desire todo 
anything that was in the least degree 
irregular. It was only by way of obiter 
dictum that, while agreeing to the parti- 
cular course suggested by the right hon. 
Gentleman, he put in a little protest 
against the way in which the matter 
had been laid before the House by the 
Government. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said there was 
another complaint they had to make. 
Perhaps he might be allowed to put it in 
the form of a Question. They could not 
thoroughly understand the working of the 
financial proposals of the Bill without the 
figures showing the operation of the Bill 
financially throughout the country. He 
understood that the Duke of Devonshire 
had promised to give those figures, and 
he wished to know why they had not 
been given to the House. With regard 


| to the appeal which had been made, he 


thought they ought to have some oppor- 
tunity of discussing the Clause in its 
double aspect, and he therefore hoped 
that any Motion not intended to make 
nonsense of the Clause would not be too 
strictly viewed. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said that from a purely financial point of 
view he thought the appeal made by the 
First Lord of the Treasury was, to say 
the least of it, somewhat cool. This 
enormous financial proposal, which in 
accordance with the invariable Rule of 
the House had been brought in first in 
Committee, was closured, and no one had 
an opportunity of saying a single word 
about a scheme which he understood 
involved from one and a half to two 
millions. Surely it was cool for the right 
hon. Gentleman to ask the House to forego 
its undoubted right to discuss this matter. 
Let it be observed that from a financial 
point of view this was absolutely the 
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only occasion which the House would 
have of discussing it. What the House 
would discuss when they came to the 
Clause would be the particular circum- 
stances and conditions under which the 
money already authorised 
handed out. The House was not in such 
a position that it could dispense with any 
of the securities with which the wisdom 
of their predecessors had surrounded their 
financial operations. It behoved the 
House to stand up for every power it 
possessed in connection with the 
authorisation of any charge upon the 
public purse. It was extremely un- 
fortunate that the Government had 
found it necessary to prohibit any dis- 
cussion on the financial operation of the 
Bill. 


*Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) said he 
wished to attack the principle of the 
Clause because it contained the element 
of pure sectarian endowment, which it 
had hitherto been the policy of the 
House to avoid. The policy of the 
Government was to abrogate once for 
all the principle emphatically laid down 
in the Act of 1870 that no State money 
should be given to denominational bodies 
except under conditions which would 
make it clear that none of the money 
should be applied to the cost of religious 
instruction. That principle was laid 
down by Mr. Gladstone, and accepted 
by the Church party, but Parliament 
was asked, to found a new order of lay 
dogmatic teachers, to be paid entirely by 
the State. It was said that the Church 
provided an equivalent in giving the use 
of its schools. But that was a gift 
which the Church could not withhold; 
for, literally, thousands of these schools 
were built, to the extent of 50 per cent. 
of the cost, out of State money. The 
Church had broken down under “the 
intolerable strain” of maintaining these 
schools ; and now it transferred all the 
secular obligation to the State, still 
claiming the right to use the schools for 
all its own denominational purposes. 
For all these advantages the Church 
in return was only to bear the cost of 
repairs. The Church had got the best 
of the bargain, and, in some cases, it 
would make a small pecuniary profit, 
because the commercial astuteness of the 
Prime Minister had arranged that the 
Church was to retain, for denominational 
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| purposes, not only the schools, but the 
teachers’ houses, which, under the Act 
of 1870, were to be taken as part of the 
| school-house, although many of them 
were partly built at the expense of the 
State. How did the Prime Minister 
justify that misappropriation of State 
money? He should not oppose this 
| grant if it were a grant to secular educa 
tion only. It was not certain, however, 
that the funds available for secular 
education would be increased by the 
Resolution in itsnewform. Why should 
'the localities proceed to increase the 
salaries of the teachers and improve the 
efficiency of denominational schools ? 
| They would be apt to leave these schools 
where they found them, and not to raise 
the salaries of men whom they did not 
appoint and could not control, for the 
benefit of schools which they were not 
allowed to manage. There was to be 
established a new order of lay ecclesias- 
tical teachers. Henceforth the teachers 
in denominational schools would be 
ecclesiastical officers, ecclesiastically ap- 
pointed, and ecclesiastically controlled, 
performing among their other duties 
functions which were strictly ecclesias- 
‘tical; and that system was devised, not 
because it was necessary to the mainten- 
ance of religious education, but for the 
endowment of religious education. The 
Bill was only in favour of religious edu- 
cation because it sought to put the 
religious education of a particular Church 
on a basis of religious endowment. 
Contempt was often cast upon the 
‘‘Nonconformist conscience,” but did 
not the policy the House was now asked 
to adopt afford a singular illustration of 
the ‘‘ Anglican conscience ”—at any rate, 
as that conscience was put forward in 
Parliament, but not, he believed, as it 
prevailed among the lay members of the 
Anglican community. Nonconformist 
communities, by continuous effort and 
self-sacrifice, which commanded the 
greatest possible respect, supported their 
own ministry and carried on the re- 
ligious work far beyond the bounds of 
their own people and churches. The 
sacrifices made by them for the mainten- 
ance of their faith were very real, and 
often touched personal comforts and 
even the necessities of life. Those sacri- 
fices were to be increased in order that 
\a far wealthier community might be 


2R2 


Report. 
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relieved of a much smaller sacrifice. | 


{COMMONS} 





1136 
clergy. What was to be said of the 


Report. 


How were they to be increased? The | vagaries of the Anglican, or rather the 
Church was ‘“‘coming on the rates!” | ecclesiasticalconscience, which was shocked 


That phrase was usually held to indicate | 


at the suggestion that laymen should 


a rude fall in social status, but he really | control clergymen in the management of 


thought it was not so bad as coming on | 
the bread, sugar, and tea of the poorest | 


of the community. They could now 


begin to see why the corn tax was im-| 


posed. In a time of peace, and with 
every prospect of a surplus, that tax was 
imposed as an immediate preliminary to 
this Bill. Supporters of the measure 
doubtless vaunted these proposals as 
high State policy, with a fine flavour of 
religious enthusiasm, but Nonconformists 
and the people at large—whose affections 
the Church of England desired to win, 
but whose taxation was to be increased 
for the purposes of the Bill—would regard 
the policy as one of simple meanness. 
Was that the light in which the Church 
of England desired to appear either to 
its Nonconformist brethren or to those 
whom it wished to win to its fold? 

But to pass to another question. A 
new order of dogmatic teachers to per- 
form really clerical duties was to be 
founded. Was that what the Church 
intended ? In addition to its other dis- 
advantages, the grant was in direct 
contravention of one of the most impor- 
tant but most neglected rubrics of the 
Church. The Prayer Book stated— 

“ The curate of every parish should diligently, 
upon Sundays and Holy days, after the second 
lesson at Evening Prayer, openly in the 
eburch, instruct and examine as many children 
of his parish sent to him as may be convenient, 
in some part of the Catechism.” 

That was how the Church directed its 
catechetical teaching to be conducted, 
and it was almost the method adopted 
by Nonconformists. The latter were 
content that the basis of morality and 
religion—common to all Christian sects 
and forms of faith —should be taught in 
the State schools, but when an advance 
was made to the catechetical teaching of 
specific doctrines, they were not only 
willing to teach their own children, but 


insisted on so doing. Nonconformists | 
had no desire to avoid that paramount | 


duty, and the 
had no right to get rid of it. 


Church of England 


that the proper persons to teach the 
young of the Church of England were the 


Mr. Robson. 


The | 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich | 


was quite right when he maintained | ‘ 
'and do its work only out of taxation, 


| which fell on the poorest of the poor. 


a school, and yet insisted that somebody 
else should provide the money to enable 
laymen to do the duty of the clergy ? 


There had appeared on the Paper, as 


/a Government Amendment, the suggestion 


that in a school where fees were paid, 
a part of the fees should be given to 
the denominational managers towards 
the cost of religious instruction. That 
proposal was an_ evidence of the 
business-like astuteness of the Prime 
Minister in the interests of denominational 
teaching. Why should not that commer- 
cial astuteness be devoted in another direc- 
tion? If the Church was to part with the 
teaching of its young, and to throw the 
charge on the State, ought it not to 
sacrifice some portion of its vast endow- 
ments? If the Prime Minister allocated 
the fees with such precise justice, let him 
allocate the endowments also. A fair 
application of that principle would make 
the right hon. Gentleman a little less 
eager in his raids on the public purse for 
the benefit of a particular denomination. 
Those raids were now made with much 
apparent success, but the Church of 
England would probably pay dearly for 
them. The strength of Nonconformity 
lay largely in the sense of personal 
responsibility felt by all Nonconformists 
in the maintenance of their faith, and that 
moral quality was shown by results to be 
worth more, even from the financial point 
of view, than all the endowments of the 
Church. The Prime Minister might or 


might not succeed in his efforts to squeeze 


out Nonconformity, but he would certainly 
succeed—although it was not his object-— 
in weakening the sense of personal respon- 
sibility in the laity of the Church of 
England. Every session the right hon. 
Gentleman came forward with a measure 
to give further relief. In the long run 
the Church would probably not thank 
him for his efforts, and certainly those 
efforts would meet with the hostility of 
the people at large, when they understood 
how the richest branch of the Church of 
Christ in the world could or would live 











136 


the 
the 
ked 
yuld 
t of 
ody 
able 


as 
tion 
aid, 
| to 
ards 
That 
the 
‘ime 
onal 
mer- 
irec- 
the 
the 
; to 
low- 
ated 
him 
fair 
1ake 
less 
» for 
rion. 
uch 
i 
for 
nity 
onal 
nists 
that 
o be 
oint 
the 
t or 
eeze 
inly 
ct-—— 
pon- 
. eo 
hon. 
sure 
run 
1ank 
hose 
y of 
tood 
h of 
live 
tion, 





1137 Education {17 NovemMBer 1902} Report. 1138 


(3.14.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My | the poor, isto make a travesty of the 
hon. friend the Member for King’s | facts which I am surprised at coming 
Lynn said he had never heard so cool) from an hon. Member holding the 
a proposition as my suggestion, that | position which he does in this House, 
we should not waste our time—“ waste,” and I am surprised that he should have 
I think, is strictly the word—over the | condescended to this. The hon. and 
Report stage of this Resolution, but pro- Jearned Member was not only wholly 
ceed at once to the discussion of the and utterly inaccurate in his conclusions, 
Clause in Committee, under the less| byt he was absolutely inaccurate as to 
rigid Rules which then govern our debates. | the principle which underlies this pro- 
My hon. friend is a far better judge of posal. He said that it was a new 
coolness than I can pretend to be, and if, | principle, and that for the first time we 
after consideration, that is his verdict, I are breaking through an old and well- 
do not intend to defend myself against | o+, plished canon that there should not 
the charge. But I would point out to the a a . é 
Committee that, if a hon. friend’s - ye a sem age SO he os 
objection was simply regard for the <5 one 4 Be ee “re ona Eason 
public purse and to secure a strictly i t age ‘ talki - thi ¥ iy 
financial debate on the Report of the | ° Sm penn: om 4° yen 
financial Resolution, he must have been ne ee sa Sysiabysnaite Ea 
singularly disappointed by the speech to re , : 

* Ap ay y 4 State has constantly contributed to 


which we have just listened. The hon. Petes ;  - 
and learned Member told us of a great denominational teaching, both in England 


many things. He told us of the’ and Scotland, and he must know perfectly 
demerits of the Church of England, the well that whatever may be said about 
demerits of the First Lord of the Treasury, ee novelty of Pree rate-aid ig pa 
and the demerits of the Bill at large, but “2OWeVEr nove ae ee oe se 
they have really nothing to do with the there is absolutely no novelty whatever 
financial proposals of the Bill considered = the principle of giving money out of 
as financial proposals. When I listened | ~ a yey — se which 
to the hon. and learned Member’s speech, enominational teaching takes place. 


I confess that I could not feel in m “ 

heart to blame him, because I felt thet Mr. ROBSON: 
this must have been some belated speci- 
men of a Second Reading speech which 
the unfortunate accidents of debate had 
prevented him delivering earlier. The , money the State had always taken care 
hon. and learned Mem ber has told us that no part of the money should be 
that this Bill is an extraordinary and a | a)iocated to the cost of religious teaching. 


generous gift to the Church of England, hat was the principle which I laid 
and he has told us that in so far as it gown. 


relieves the ratepayer, it relieves him of a 

charge which he ought to bear. Tam| wp a. J. BALFOUR: The hon. and 
glad he has made that statement, because | jearned Gentleman is quite wrong, and 
I find that some of my friends think this it is perfectly easy to show that no 
proposal very hard upon them. The | public money goes to denominational 
hon. and learned Member has treated teaching in those schools now. It is 
this Resolution throughout as if it only a question of going through the 
referred to a contribution from the tax- | accounts of the schools. "fF venture to 
payer to denominational education and | say that the hon. and learned Member's 
todenominational schools. It is nothing theoretical principle is as much preserved, 
of the kind. It is a contribution to the) jf it ever had any existence, under this 
general education of the country, which | Bill as it was before. This Resolution 
affects provided schools as much as | deals with a contribution which is a con- 
unprovided, and which affects unpro- tribution by the Exchequer, not to one 
vided as much as provided schools, and | class but to all classes of schools, or, more 
for the hon. and learned Member to | correctly speaking, it is a contribution 
come down here and talk about it as if it | from the Exchequer not to schools at all 
was a contribution from the poorest of ~ any sort or kind or distinction, but to 


I never, of course, 
‘said it was a novel principle for the 
State to give money to schools in 
which there was denominational teach- 
ing. What I said was that in giving that 
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the ratepayers upon whom rests the | upon popular education. 


obligation of providing schools. If the 


House agrees with my contention, they | 


will draw, as I do, two conclusions. One 
is that the hon, and learned Member's 
speech was irrelevant from beginning to 
end, and the other that the sooner we 
get into Committee upon the Clause the 
better. Ido not know what the promise 
of the Duke of Devonshire refers to, but 
I do not think it is possible to’ give the 
figures yet, and there must be an element 
of conjecture about them 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 


{COMMONS} 





Report. 1140 
They had been 
giving subsidy after subsidy in the 


teacher’s house, in the share of endow- 
ments, and in other ways. They had 
learned finally today that even in the 
case of denominational school managers 
who had not had the pluck, and would 
not make the pecuniary sacrifices, to keep 
their schools going in the past, and who 
had, in consequence, transferred them to 
the School Boards to run. These extra 
funds would now be handed over to 


‘enable them to take over their schools 


E.) said that although he approved the | 


amalgamation of the two grants of 1897, 
a suggestion which he himself had made, 
he most cordially supported the general 
contention of his hon. and learned friend 
who had just spoken. He traversed the 
statement of the First Lord of the Treasury 
that the speech of the Member for South 
Shields was in any sense irrelevant to the 
financial issues raised by the Resolution. 
The whole of his speech was based upon 
the provision of public money and its ex- 
penditure upon the objects proposed, and 
upon both those points he thought his 
hon. and learned friend had established 
an unanswerable case for the criticism 
he had levelled against the Bill. They 
perfectly recognised the purpose and the 
policy of this Bill. 
course of the Committee on this Bill con- 
cession after concession had been made to 
the denominational interests, and no pro- 
tection was given to the public, no guaran- 
tee was given that these grants would be 


| & 


Step by step in the | 


expended in the way the nation had a right | 
to demand, namely, in the development of | 


secular education. There was nothing to 
restrain sectarian bodies in their efiorts 
to divert these grants and use them for 
sectarian ends. 
money would go to support the machinery 
placed in the hands of the denominational- 
ists to capture and monopolise the schools 
of the country. That was one aspect of 
this grant. It was an enormous sub- 
vention to sectarianism. And the other 
aspect was equally characteristic of the 
uniform policy of this Ministry. The 
question of rates was ultimately a land- 
lord’s question. 
being given in a way which inevitably 
made it a new subvention to the land- 
owners. 
because there was no guarantee given to 


and turn them into denominational 


schools again. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said this proposal had only been on the 
Paper for a few hours, and he wished to 
know if an opportunity would be given 
them of discussing the general bearings 
of the Clause. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) asked if they would be able to 
discuss in Committee whether part of 
the grant ought not to be given to secon- 
dary education. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was 
loth to answer what was apparently 


question of order, but he should 
greatly doubt whether it was _ pos- 
sible to dismiss secondary education. 


That was not, however, for him to decide. 
As tothe question of the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell, that must depend 
upon the character of the Amendment. 
He thought they must treat the whole 
Clause as a discussable proposition. On 
the other hand, the Amendment might 
be of a character which would enable 


| other Amendments to be brought before 
the Committee. 


This half million of | 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 


_Hamlets, Poplar) said he would reserve 


anything he desired to say on the proposed 


'grant for the Committee stage, but he 


wished to ask a question which he 
thought could be more suitably answered 
now than in Committee. It had 


reference to the position of London in 


And this money was | 


He protested against this grant | 
| deal with it next year. 


connection with this matter. London 
was for the moment left out of the Bill, 
and the House could not say at present 
whether the Government intended to 
Assuming that 


the public that this money would be spent | the Bill applied to London, then London, 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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in the ordinary course, would be entitled 
under the new proposal to £195,000 out 
of the total grant. Deducting the 
£49,000 which the voluntary schools 
received under the voluntary schools 
grant—he was using round figures, 
which he thought were sufficient for his 
purpose—London would be entitled to 
£146,000 out of the round £1,000,000 
proposed as the additional sum to be 
given under the Bill. It appeared 
to him that a sum of £146,000 ought 
to be put aside in respect of 
London. Obviously it would not be fair 
that London taxpayers should contribute 
this additional sum unless London schools 
were to benefit to the same extent as 
they would do if the Bill applied to 
London. According to the ordinary cal- 
culation, London contributed one-fifth of 
the whole sum of the Imperial taxation, 
and therefore the amount to which the 
London taxpayers were entitled was 
something like £200,000. The Prime 
Minister had said that the question of 
Ireland and Scotland would be reserved, 
but that these countries would not in any 
sense be damnified by this Bill passing 
and by an additional sum being given to 
England. How would London stand in 
this matter ? It seemed to him that the 
only way of dealing with the matter was 
to earmark £150,000 for the benefit of 
London education. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The provisions 
of this Bill, as the hon. Gentleman knows, 
do not refer to London. We hope to 
deal with London on an early day, but I 
do not see how we can allocate money to 
London until we deal with it. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he did 


not mean that. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Or accumulate 
1: 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 
until London was dealt with, London 
would be mulcted to the extent he had 
indicated. 


Str EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire, S.) said he understood his hon. and 
learned friend the Member for South 
Shields would oppose the grant if a 
division were taken. He understood 
that his hon. friend the Member for East 
Northamptonshire was in the same 
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position. He therefore wished to state 
the reason why he would support this 
grant in aid. If he had come to the 
House and heard the speech of the hon. 
and learned Member for South Shields 
without any knowledge of the question, 
he should probably have been influenced 
by his arguments. But what were 
the sober facts of the case? This was 
a grant in aid of local rates. It was a 
grant in aid of the provided schools, just 
as much as a grant in aid of the non- 
provided schools. If his hon. and learned 
friend had moved to reduce the amount 
by what went to the non-provided schools, 
there would have been something to say 
for the proposal. He was perfectly ready 
to oppose any further grants in aid being 
given to the denominational schools 
where there was not popular control, but 
this wasnot a grant to the denominational 
schools, because these schools would 
receive the grant in one way or another, 
or rather, he ought to say, they would 
receive the money from the taxes in one 
way or another, whether there was any 
grant or not. The only effect of refusing 
this grant in aid would be that the de- 
nominational schools would receive a 
larger sum out of the local rates, and the 
provided schools would receive more out 
of the Imperial Exchequer. Were they 
prepared to refuse this grant in aid, and 
even the increase that had been made, 
and at the same time to say that the local 
rates should be increased in proportion ? 
That was quite right, undoubtedly, from 
the point of view of the hon. Member 
who represented one of the Divisions of 
London. He represented a great many 
who paid no rates at all, the voluntary 
subscriptions having been so liberal that 
no local rates had been required. He did 
not think the view stated by the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell was that 
which was generally taken by Members 
of the House. It was perfectly true that 
the financial proposals gave a little 
more than was contemplated, until 
last week. It was, however, limited 
indeed, and there was this objection to 
the limitation that they laid down the 
principle that the local rate for primary 
education should never be less than 3d. 
in the £, and if, by good management and 
economy, combined with efficiency, those 
local rates should be under 3d. in the £, 
the Imperial Exchequer grant would at 
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once be reduced by the same amount. | 
That appeared to him to be an unsatis-| 
factoryform. It wasencouraging peoplein 
the local districts to economise the amount 
of grant voted from the Imperial 
Exchequer. At the same time it ought 
to be borne in mind that this grant was 
only for primary education, and that an 
amount would have to be raised for 
secondary education. It was now 
suggested that the rate for that purpose 
should be 2d. The whisky money had 
been applied in the past in many cases 
entirely to secondary education. The 
Government were really putting on the 
local ratepayers this compulsory rate of 
3d., and at the same time there 
was another equivalent rate of 3d. 
The result would be that the local 
ratepayers would have to contribute 6d. 
in the £ for educational purposes in 
their district. He did not argue en- 
tirely from the point of view of the 
agriculturist. He believed the local 
rates pressed heavily in country towns 
and villages on the small shopkeepers 
and tradesmen and the agricultural 
labourers, and it was in behalf of those 
men that he supported the grant in aid. 


(3.42.) Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said 
he wished to refer to the point raised by 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn, and to 
ask the Committee to consider how 
they stood from the point of view | 
of procedure. Here they were asked 
to pass the Report stage of the Resolu- | 
tion, authorising the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to pay certain large sums 
of money out of the Treasury, and 
neither the Prime Minister nor the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had told the 
Committee, even in an estimate, what was 
the total sum of money the Resolution was | 
to authorise payment of. The Committee 
stage of the Resolution was closured on 
Friday afternoon. As he read the Resolu- 
tion, it was an indefinite sum that was to | 
be paid out of the Exchequer. It seemed 
to him they had arrived at a stage when | 
the Treasury was to be considered as a 
sort of private box of the Ministry of the | 
day, instead of as the public purse to be 
directly guarded by this House. He/| 
doubted if there ever was an occasion | 
throughout the history of the House | 
when there was a Resolution undiscussed | 
in Committee or unexplained on the Re- 
port stage by a Minister of the Crown, 


Sir Edward Strachey. 
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and by which it was proposed to authorise 
large sums of money to be paid out of the 
Treasury, without any estimate in round 
figures being placed before the House. 


| He should have liked to see the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer in his place at 
present. He hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman, as guardian of the Treasury, 
would not remain dumb to the end of the 
Report stage. The position was even more 
striking for this reason, that the Resolu- 
tion which stood on the Paper for many 
weeks until Friday last, was a Resolution 
which had been drawn up in consultation 
with thethenChancellor of the Exchequer. 
They were informed by the Prime 
Minister that it was the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer of the day that had 
insisted on the precaution being 
taken that the grant from the Treasury 
should not exceed _ three - fourths 
of the expenditure on education. The 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
doing that was taking a very effectual 
safeguard over the National funds, but 
in a moment that safeguard had disap- 
peared. He hoped that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would tell the House 
what he thought of this unlimited 
Resolution. 


Resolution agreed to. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR formally moved— 


“In page 4, after Clause 10, to insert the 
following Clause :—‘(1) In lieu of the grants 
under. The Voluntary Schools Act, 1897, and 
under Section 97 of The ~“\ Education 
Act, 1870, as amended by The Elementary 
Education Act, 1897, there shall be annually 


| paid to every local education authority, out of 


moneys provided by Parliament—(a) a sum 


| equal to 4s. per scholar ; and (4) an additional 
| sum of 14d. per scholar for every complete 2d. 


by which the amount which would be produced 
by a 1d. rate on the area of the authority falls 
short of 10s. ascholar. But the total amount of 
Parliamentary grants paid to a local education 
authority in any year shall not be such as to 
make the amount payable out of rates by the 
local education authority in respect of their 
expenses under Part III. of this Act in that 
year less than the amount which would be pro- 
duced by a rate of 3d. in the pound, and the 
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— ar if sapoeees 6 ae eee accord- {as it now stands we give a larger sum 
ingly. (2) For the purposes of this section the | s 

number of pid se shall be taken to be the | than el siete before, and also render the 
number ot scholars in average attendance, as | limitation principle more generous in its 
computed by the Board of Education, in public | operation. 

elementary schools maintained by the | 
authority.’” | 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: (Carnarvon 
He said: I do not think that it will b® | Boroughs): May I ask the right hon. 
necessary for me to make any long| Gentleman to read the exact terms of 
statement in explanation of the altered | the modification. 

Clause. There are, broadly speaking, | 

two changes. The one consists of a| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My explana- 
considerable increase in the amount| tion is probably simpler than the terms 
which is given by the Exchequer; the | of the Amendment. It is this: if any 
other is a change—not of vital or} place raises less than a 3d. rate, its 
fundamental importance, but still a} grant from the Exchequer will be jo 
useful change—in the mode in which | tanto diminished. The Amendment, 
the money is allocated. I have already | however, will be to strike out the para- 
made a statement as to the advantages | graph beginning “ But the total amount ” 
of dividing the money into two portions, | and ending “be reduced accordingly ” 
one giving a fixed sum per child of the | and to substitute the following, “If in 
population of the whole kingdom, and | any year the total amount of Parliamen- 
the other making allocations to different | tary grants payable to the local education 
portions of the kingdom, on a basis| authority, would make the amount 
varying with the wealth or poverty of | payable out of other sources by that 
the various districts concerned. I, on|authority,on account of their expenses 
that subject, will only say that we have | under Part IIL. of this Act, less than 
maintained that basis unaltered, except the amount which would be produced 
that my right hon. friend the Chancellor | by a rate of 3d.in the £, the Parlia- 
of the Exchequer has found it possible| mentary grant shall be decreased 





to increase the sum which the Govern- 
ment estimated as a maximum of some- 
where about £900,000 a year. Roughly, 
we have been able to add to that a sum 
which, if every locality complies with 
the conditions under which the grant 
can be conferred upon them, will 
amount to about £400,000 a year 
more, so that there will be a total 
benefit to the local ratepayers of about 
£1,300,000 a year. That is the largest 


change in the Clause, and I think it is | 


one which will be universally satisfactory. 
The other change refers to the limitation 
based on the 3d rate, and I think 
that will also prove satisfactory on the 
whole. The Government thought at first 
that a 3d. rate would be universal, or 
nearly universal ; but, on closer examina- 
tion, we found that there were more 
places than we supposed in which it 
will not be necessary to raise a 3d. rate. 
No blame attaches to the Government 
for that miscalculation, and no incon- 
venience has been caused to the Com- 
mittee. I shall accordingly ask the 
Committee to considera further Amend- 
ment. The general proposition I wish 
to advance is this: that under the Clause 





and the amount payable out of other 
' sources shall be increased by asum equal 
in each case to half the difference.”’ 


New Clause (Aid Grant)—(JM/r. A. J. 
Balfour) —brought up and read a first 
time 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second time.” 


*(3.55.) Sir CHARLES DILKE 
thought it most unfortunte that they 
-had these continual changes in the 
Clauses of the Bill. Only hon. Mem- 
bers who were members of local 
authorities were competent to discuss 
| this new Clause,and what was wanted was 
time to send it down to the various local 
| authorities in order to hear from them 
how it would work out. Those of them 
| who had tried to get at the facts knew that 
‘there was a great difference of opinion 
|amongst highly competent authorities 
|as to how the Clause would work out. 
Amendments which some of his hon. 
|friends proposed to this Clause were 
based on the fact that it gave very 
sufficient financial assistance to different 
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parishes, and discrepancies between dis- | 
trict and district would continue to) 


exist. They might not be so extreme as 
between the highest and the lowest as at 
the present time, but they would con 
tinue. Many hon. Members desired to 
see the principle of the equalisation of 
rates, which had been put forward for 
London by the Government with every 
demonstration of support from their 
followers, applied to the counties. Some 
thing was done in 1897 to redress the 
grievance by the grants to the most 
Necessitous districts, but the Act making 
these grants would be repealed by the 
present Bill, and the hardship would re- 
main. Calculations which had been 
made by those who had the greatest 
official knowledge of the figures, showed 
that, while the effect on the general rate 
of the county that would be produced by 
equalisation within the county would be 
very small, the discrepancy as between 
different districts would be very great, 
some districts paying three times and 
four times as much as others. To 
relieve the poorer districts, the average 
charge would be very small, as compared 
with the enormous discrepancy as_be- 
tween district and district. The Com- 
mittee would have to consider that 


matter. No doubt, the case of county 
boroughs which were extremely 
necessitous would be put before the 
Committee; but the question of 
equalisation within the counties, 
in order to relieve the poorer 
parishes, which had lost the local 


management of their education, should 
also be considered. The Government had 
given, in respect of the poverty of those 
poor districts, a large sum of money; 
but they had given half of it absolutely 
to the county asa whole, and the county 
was given discretionasto whether half the 
other half, or another quarter, should be 
given to the poor districts. Why should 
the county have that invidious task put 
upon it? It seemed to him that a 
larger share should be given to the poor 
districts, and that there should be some 
attempt at equalisation. The hon. Mem- 
ber for the South Molton Division put a 
Question to the First Lord of the Treasury 


on the subject the other day. The hon. | 


Member asked if the expenses charged to 
the present School Board areas would be 
included in the expenses of the local 
Sir Charles Dilke. 
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education authority; and it was an 
extraordinary fact that the answer was 
in the affirmative. That brought out 
the absurdity of the situation. The 
proposal was one that would not stand 
the careful investigation of the 
Committee. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he quite 
admitted that the problem of how 
to meet the case of the poorer dis- 
tricts equitably was a very difficult 
one. Where the rateable value was 
lowest, the number of working class 
children to be educated was, as a rule, 
highest, and where the rateable value 
was highest, the number of working 
class children to be educated was, as a 
rule, lowest. That being so, the difficulty 
of meeting the case of the poorer 
districts was very great. cor instance, 
in Bournemouth the rateable value was 
£390,000, the number of children to be 
educated was 3,400, and ld. in the £ 
brought in 9s. per child. In Gateshead, 
on the other hand, the rateable value 
was £340,000, the number of children 
to be educated was 14,240, and 1d. in 
the £ brought in 1s. 7d. per child. To 
devise a sliding scale which would meet 
two extremes of that kind was a very 
difficult task. How did the Government 
propose to meet them? They took all 
the Voluntary School Acts’ money, except 
what belonged to London, which was 
not yet legislated for, and also the 
necessitous School Boards’ money, 
amounting in all to £860,000. Then 
they added the new £900,000 described 
to the House by the Prime Minister, 
making a total of £1,760,000. First of 
all, they proposed to dispense 4s. per 
child all round; and, including Lon- 
don, that worked out at £824,600, 
leaving £935,400. Then they pro- 
posed a l3d. sliding scale for every 
complete 2d. by which the amount 
which would be produced by a 
ld. rate on the area of the 
authority fell short of 10s. a scholar. 
Their original proposal was a ld. 
sliding scale; and the increase of a 
id. would increase the amount by 
£467,700, making a total of £2,227,700, 
of which £824,600 would be in the 
form of a fixed 4s. per child, and 
in the form of a 1d. 
did not think 


sliding scale. He 
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that that was the best plan of 
dispensing the money. The fixed 


portion was too much, and the sliding 
scale portion was not enough. If the 
fixed portion were materially diminished, 
and the sliding scale portion increased, 
the money could be dispensed in such a 
way as to make it better for the poorer 
districts, and not quite so good for the 
richer districts. He himself had taken 
the trouble to work out the figures for 
every part of the country ; and he would 
direct the attention of the Prime 
Minister to the solution he proposed. If 
the fixed portion were reduced to 2s., 
there would then be sufficient money 
to make the sliding scale, not 14d. 
but 2d. A 2s. fixed portion would 
amount to £412,300, leaving a 
balance of £1,815,400 to be dispensed 
under the 2d. scale. He would take 
the two most extreme cases, In the 
case where a ld. in the £ only brought 
in 1s. per child, under the Government 
scheme, such a district would get a fixed 
grant of 4s. a child, and under the 14d, 
scale it would get 6s. 9d. or a total of 
10s. 9d. The other extreme limit was 
where Id. in the £ brought in 10s, 
a child. In that case, the fixed grant of 
4s. would be paid, but nothing would be 
paid under the sliding scale. That wasa 
difference between the two cases of 6s. 9d., 
but the difference in the ld. rate was 
9s. and accordingly 6s. 9d. would not 
meet the differentiation. His proposal 
would involye exactly the same amount 
of money. In the case where the 1d. 
produced only 1s. a child, 2s. would be 
paid as the fixed grant, and 9s. under 
the 2d. sliding scale or a total of 1ls. In 
the other case, where a ld. rate pro- 
duced 10s. per child, the fixed grant of 2s. 
would only be paid, and nothing would 
be given under the sliding scale ; and the 
total would be 2s. and 9s., the difference 
between the product of the ld. rate 
in both eases. The net result would be 
that by narrowing down the fixed portion 
and increasing the sliding scale, the same 
amount of money would be spent, viz. 
£2,227,700, but a little would be taken 
off the richer districts and put on the 
poorer districts. Curiously enough, the 
special aid grant would be exactly the 
difference between what a ld. rate 
would produce in the different districts. 
He would suggest to the First Lord of the 
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Treasury that that would be a more equit- 
ablescheme. The Government scheme was 
a good scheme as far as it went ; but it 
made the fixed grant too much, and the 
sliding scale not wide enough to provide 
for the extreme differentiation in the 
amount produced by the ld. rate. 
All the intermediate cases between a 
ld. rate producing 1s. and 10s. would 
work out similarly under his scheme. 
He apologised for dealing with the 
matter in detail, but it was desirable 
that they should arrive at some scheme 
under which the money could be spent 
in such a way as to equitably deal with 
the great differentiation in rateable 
values. The new proposal with refer- 
ence to the 3d. rate was, in his opinion, 
an improvement on the rigidity of the 
original scheme. He agreed that an 
obligation should be put on the locality 
to pay something. Indeed, he regarded 
that as vital ; not that he wished to see 
more rates raised, but because he wanted 
people who had contracted themselves 
out for thirty-two years, largely because 
of the preference they said they had for 
a particular form of religious instruction, 
to be made to pay something. He was 
glad the Government had the courage 
to impose a local obligation to pay some- 
thing. Otherwise, he had not the 
shadow of a doubt that towns like 
Preston, Stockport, and St. Helens 
would at once say, ‘“‘ We are going to 
get this new special aid grant; our 
schools are not so bad after all; we 
will be much better off; and there 
will be no need for us to raise a 
local rate at all.” He was more glad 
than he could express that the Govern- 
ment had insisted in putting on a 
local obligation. But, modified though 
it was, the 3d. rate was more 
or less arbitrary. For instance, in 
Bournemouth a 3d. rate would raise 
25s. a child, whereas in Stockport it 
would only raise 6s. a child, owing to 
the higher rateable value and the 
smaller number of working class children 
in the former as compared with the 
latter district. But Bournemouth must 
raise 25s. per child, otherwise it would 
be fined, even under the modified 
scheme. The scheme did not say that 
a 3d. rate should be raised, but that, 
if it were not raised, the locality would 
be fined to an amount representing the 
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difference between a 3d. rate, and the 
rate they did raise. It was almost im- 
possible to fix a standard of local obliga- 
tion which would not be arbitrary | 
in its incidence. The higher the rateable 
value. the smaller would be the number 
of working class children, and the lower 
the rateable value, the larger would be. 
the number of working class children. 
Therefore, the 3d. rate, modified as pro- 
posed, would be more or less an arbitrary 
standard. He did not like the phrase 
of 3d. in the £ in all new cases. because 
there was a grave danger that it would be 
stereotyped as the educational maximum 
instead of the minimum the Govern- 
ment intended it to be. The eight 
county boroughs and the 250 non- 
county boroughs which had never had 
a rate would say “3d. is the amount 
we are to go to, and we will go 
to that but no farther.” He did 
not wish it to become fixed as the 
statutory maximum, which would be a 
most disastrous thing. In regard to the 
distribution of any new special aid 
grant, the Government should narrow 
the fixed portion and widen the sliding 
scale. While he was glad that the 
Government would insist upon there 
being a local obligation, he should be 
sorry to find it fixed in the Bill at 3d. 
in the £ He would rather have 
had a proportionate grant and a widen- 
ing of the sliding scale) He would 
rather see it put down at three-fourths 
by the State and one-fourth by the 
locality. 


(4.20.) Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stret- 
ford) thanked the Government, on behalf 
of those who desired a charge on the rates 
that would not be unduly burdensome, 
for the concession they had made. It 
would be a monstrous thing to attempt 
in this Bill to fine in the future 
the districts which had hitherto 
been under a purely voluntary system. 
Although he agreed that the ratepayers 
must bear a fair share of the burden, 
when it came to the question of what 
that fair share was, there was no reason 
for making the burden heavier than was 
necessary to obtain an efficient system | 
of education. Anything beyond that. 
was harmful, and made the ratepayers 
dislike education. Theproposalofthehon. | 
Member for North Camberwell to reduce | 


Dr. Macnamara. 


{COMMONS} 
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the grant to 2s. per head and widen the 
sliding scale, would not specially favour 
the extremely poor districts. It would put 
aside certain advantages which the 
voluntary districts had had, and which 
ought not to be taken away from them 
in the future. It would place a fine 
upon those districts which had a volun- 
tary system, and be exceedingly hard on 
the county districts in which there was 
a mixed system. Theright hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean had 
talked about an equalisation of rates up 
to the old School Board standard. 
This Bill took the burdens off particular 
districts and put them on the county at 
large, but beyond that the right hon. 
Gentleman desired the equalisation of 
rates between county and county. 


*Srk CHARLES DILKE said that 
what he desired was equalisation of 
the rates, not as between county and 
county, but within the county itself 


Mr. CRIPPS was glad the right hon. 
Baronet did not desire equalisation as 
between county and county, as that was 
really a monstrous proposal and one 
which ought never to be made. As 
regarded the 3d. rate, under the 
Clause as it originally appeared, it was 
to be levied in every district whether it 
was wanted or not. That would have been 
not only very unfair, but tremendously 
wasteful. Districts in which, because 
the educational necessities were met 
from either voluntary sources, endow- 
ments, or State grants, the money was 
not required, would have been obliged 
to levy this 3d. rate. That was an 
impossible position to take up. How- 
ever, the Government had now altered 
their proposal. But even under the 
altered circumstances, he thought the 
rates ought not to be called on. He 
could not see why a district, which had 
sufficient money for educational purposes, 
should be obliged to raise a rate in 
order to get a grant to which they 
were otherwise entitled. He had no 
objection on principle when it was a 
question of the division of the amount 
between the State grant and the rates. 
In the present form of the proposal the 
Government had done all they could 


_ have been expected to do, and he heartily 


thanked the Prime Minister for the con- 
cession he had made. 
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general principle he was opposed to 
grants-in-aid, but the one under discussion 
was of a much better characterthan any 


the Government had proposed during the | 


last six years inasmuch as it did not 
differentiate between classes of people or 
classes of schools. Moveover, if there 
were to be grants-in-aid at all, those for 
educational purposes were the most justifi- 
able. It was all very well for the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell to attack 
poor little rural districts because they 
did not contribute much to the rates, 
but seeing what a hard struggle it was 
for the little tradesmen to scrape a living 
and for others to raise their rent, it was 
really a matter of surprise that they 
levied any rates whatever for educational 
purposes or anything else that they could 
avoid, andany provisionthat wouldlighten 
the burden of rates upon them would be 
an advantage to education itself. The 
Welsh School Boards had been severely 
criticised. No doubt the attendance 
compared unfavourably with that in 
some of the rich English boroughs, ‘and 
the equipment and staff were inferior, 
but the reason was given in the very 
figures quoted by the hon. Member, 
because they proved that even that 
poor equipment cost more propor- 
tionately than that in the richer 
boroughs. The difficulty was one of 
rating, and, much as he loathed grants 
in aid, he was glad the Prime Minister 
had introduced this proposal ; in his 
opinion it would be the least objection- 
able Clause in the Bill. The difticulty 
was not so much equalisation between 
county and county, or town and town, 
as equalisation within the county 
itself. The cost ofa building, ordered by 
the Board of Education, even though | 
inefficiently equipped, was prohibitive to 
a poor parish. Could not the Prime 
Minister find some means of meeting 
such cases ? Ifthe right hon. Gentleman 
would provide that out of the subvention 
the County Council should make a 
grant in aid of buildings, it would be a 
considerable relief to the poor parishes, 
and would hardly hit the county at all. 
It would probably represent less than 4d. 
rate to the county, but it meant a 
difference of 1s. or perhaps Is. 6d. to the 
parish. Seeing that the Necessitous 


School, Boards Act, was being, repealed, | 


{17 NoveMBER 1902} 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that as a | 
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these places would not get so much relief 
after all; therefore he hoped some dis- 
tinction would be made in favour of the 
poor little parishes. 


*Sirn H. MEYSEY - THOMPSON 
(Staffordshire, Handsworth) said that as 
the question of Mr. Forster’s opinion had 
been raised, he rose for the purpose, not 
of discussing the proper rate that should 
be levied, but of stating what he heard 
Mr. Forster himself say on the point. 
At the time of the Education Bill of 
thirty years ago he went with his father, 
who took a very great interest in the 
question of education, to stay at a house 
in Yorkshire, where they met Mr. Forster. 
The whole question of the Bill was dis- 
cussed, and Mr. Forster was asked the 
question: “Why do you not fixa limit to 
the rate?” to which he replied: ‘‘ Well, I 
nearly decided to put a limit of 4d. ; the 
reason | did not do it was that I thought, 
if the limit was put in, every education 
authority would think it necessary to 
spend the 4d., whereas I think it ought 
to be done easily for 2d. or 3d.” 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
asked whether the basis on which the 
assessment would be made would be the 
county basis or that of the particular 
area under the local education authority. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Rosert Finiay, Inverness Burghs): It 
is the county basis. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: I think the words 
ought to be in the Clause. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : They are not 
wanted. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, N.) expressed 
his great regret that the House should 
have to discuss this intricate question 
without the benefit of the views of the 
local authorities on the matter. The 
Government had pursued a most extra- 
ordinary course. In June last the First 
Lord of the Treasury announced this 
new Clause ; it was tabled some 
time afterwards, but it was not 
until Friday morning last the present 
form of the Clause was _ published, 
while that very afternoon an alteration 
had been made, which the Members 
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would have to discuss from their recol- | 
lection of its object rather than their | 
ment, and this resulted in an alteration 


knowledge of its terms. A more incon- 


venient or unfortunate course could not | 
be imagined. The complaints as to the | 


heavy burden the Bill would throw on 
the rates were made before the Second 
Reading of the measure. The Govern- 


ment, therefore, had had all the facts | 


before them for some months, and why 
they should have waited until now to 
mature their plans passed cOmpre- 
hension. On that side they held very 
strongly that the Committee had not 
been properly treated in the matter, and 
he felt bound to voice that feeling. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time. 


*(4.45.) Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West 
Ham, N.) moved the omission of the 
words ‘‘under Section 97 of The 
Elementary Education Act, 1870, as 
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increased demands of the State, caused 
the position to be brought before Parlia- 


of the law in 1897. In 1897 they passed 
the'Necessitous Schoo! Boards Act, under 
which an attempt—and a very earnest 
and successful attempt—was mads to 
deal with certain exceptionally heavily 
tated districts. The Government of that 
day tried to find—and he thought did 
find—a very clear definition of what 
constituted necessity with regard to the 
School Board rate. They laid down that 
it should depend upon three factors ; (1) 


‘the rateable value of the district; (2) 


the number of children to be educated; 


_and (3) the amount of rate which had 


| lay stress upon the third factor. 


amended by The Elementary Education | 


Act, 1897.” He was anxious to state 
the case in which certain necessitous 


School Board districts were very much | 


interested, and he wished to suggest a 
rearrangement of the grants proposed 
by this Clause. He recognised that if 
the sole result of this Amendment 
meant an increase of taxation he should 
be out of order, but the consequence of 
the Amendment he moved would be to 
cause a rearrangement of the last part of 
the Clause. Hethought he would be able 
to show the Committee that the right 
hon. Gentleman had not submitted a 
scheme which would carry out the in- 
tentions already expressed by the Govern- 
ment. He would try to state his case as 
shortly as he possibly could. In 1870 it 
was recognised that the imposition of a 
rate for educational purposes would 
inflict upon certain districts an excep- 
tionally heavy burden, and the Act of 


to be levied locally in order to discharge 
the statutory obligation. He wanted to 
It was 
then agreed that they could not accur- 
ately define “necessity” unless they 
kept in mind in addition to the rateable 
value the amount of the rate which was 
to be levied in the district. If one dis- 
trict was entirely supplied by voluntary 
schools transferred to the new authority, 
though its rateable value and child 
population might be exactly the same as 
another district which had to supply all 
its schools, the charge which would 
accrue in the second case would be much 
higher than the other. It had already 
been pointed out that in order to 
deal adequately with such cases 
some grant must be made not only 
towards maintenance but to the cost of 
the buildings. Inthe Act of 1897 the 


| cost of the buildings was carefully con- 


1870 tried to make provision to meet the | 


necessities of those places. 
that in those districts if the 3d. rate 
did not produce a sum equal to 7s. 6d. 
per child in average attendance, such 
district would be entitled to an additional 
grant to bring up that sum to 7s. 6d. 
That system existed for twenty- 
seven years. 


condition in which certain urban and | 
rural districts had been placed by the | 


Mr. Bryce. 


It provided | 


| on Local Taxation. 


But in 1896 the terrible | 
they thought it was difficult to find an 


sidered, and he needed only to quote the 
opinion which had been arrived at by 
the Royal Commission on Local Taxation, 
written by Lord Balfour of Burleigh 
himself, which stated that in the Act of 
1897 an exceedingly ingenious and 
effective scheme had been discovered of 
dealing with this necessity. Only five 
years ago this principle was adopted, and 
now, under this Bill it was to be entirely 
thrown aside although it had worked 
well for five years and had the most 
cordial support of the Royal Commission 
And why ? As far as 
he could understand because the Govern- 
ment were of the opinion that the present 
scheme met the necessity, or else because 


adequate remedy. In 1896 the difficulty 
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was declared to be insuperable, but in 
1897 it was overcome. He was not 
suggesting that they should revert to the 
Bill of 1897, but that the same principle 
should be incorporated in this Bill. 
What would be the effect of this scheme 


throughout the country? The scheme | 
recognised two | 
factors only, child population and rate- | 


of the Government 


able value, and upon those two factors 
alone would the new grant be distributed. 
Everyone realised that under the new 
Government scheme the 4s. per child 
would be distributed irrespective of the 
wealth or poverty of the district. Then 
they came to the sliding scale, which 
depended entirely upon the rateable value 
andthe child population. If every district 
were equally supplied with school build- 
ings, there would be much to be said for 
this scheme, but when they realised that 
in some districts every school required 
was at present a charge upon the local 
rates and would remain so for some time, 
that the rateable value was low and 
the child population was very high, 
they had the whole of those three 
factors in the most aggravated form, and 
nothing was being done by the Govern- 
ment to meet these special cases. Those 
districts would not be one whit better 
off. He was more particularly interested 
in the great county borough of West Ham, 
witha population of nearly 300,000, andits 
enormous number of children, the majority 
of them being educated in board schools, 
and with the prospect of having to take 
over more than 7,000 children now in the 
voluntary schools. He had often brought 
before the House the disastrous taxation 
already pressing upon that borough. West 
Ham was a town larger than Nottingham, 
and with a larger child population, and it 
had a school rate which Nottingham would 
tremble atthevery prospect of. TheSchool 
Board rate in West Ham was 2s. 6$d., 
although they received, under the Act of 
1897 the sum of about £18,000 ayear. The 
Government proposed to sweep away that 
money under the lines he was moving to 
omit, and in lieu thereof they proposed to 
give another grant. The other grant, 
however, did nothing more nor less than 
take the place of that money, but under 
the amended form of the Government 
proposal there would be added a sum of 
about £4,800, and that was all. That 
sum would only grant the smallest possible 
relief to the very heavy charge which 
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would have to be undertaken in the educa- 
tion of those 7,000 additional children in 
the voluntary schools. How were they 
left as compared with other towns not 
necessitous ? Bath would escape with a 
53d. rate. The figures he was quoting 
were based upon the latest Departmental 
Returns, and if they were inaccurate the 
margin of inaccuracy would remain the 
same throughout the whole of the towns. 
Bath would have a 53d. rate, while West 
Ham would have a rate of 2s. 74d. 
Could anybody believe that the scheme 
which the Government outlined in the 
earlier stages of this Bill was being carried 
out when two towns were being left in a 
position so exceedingly unequal as that ? 
Birmingham would have the whole of the 
additional charge under this Bill entirely 
met by Government grants, and would 
be left with a school rate of ls. 14d. 
Therefore Birmingham, which was rich, 
with a comparatively small child popula- 
tion of about 15 per cent. as compared 
with 18 per cent. in West Ham in the 
public elementary schools—Birmingham, 
with a higher rateable value, would dis- 
charge its obligation to the State by 
the payment of an education rate of 
ls. 14d., and yet ‘the districts to the 
East of London, the County Borough of 
West Ham, and the non-county bor- 
oughs in the south-east of Essex, would 
have the burden which presses upon 
them heavily already accentuated by 
this Bill. Nothing whatever was done 
by the Government scheme to meet these 
burdens except this paltry additional 
grant of less than £5,000, which would 
accrue to them under the amended form 
of the scheme, and they did not even 
get that on the original form of the pro- 
posal. It had been stated that the obvious 
object of this new aid grant was to 
diminish the burden thrown upon the 
locality by the operation of this Bill. 
He had already pointed out to the 
Committee that there were districts to 
the east of London where that burden 
would not be diminished to the extent 
of a 1d. rate, while there were other 
districts where the whole of the addi- 
tional burden would be borne, and 
where the rate at present levied would 
possibly be reduced. In Portsmouth he 
heard one of the leading aldermen of 
the town, who had held the position of 
mayor, declare that the scheme of the 
Government would not,only meet all their 
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charges but would take 2d. off the 
School Board rate. He could not see 
why towns like Portsmouth should be 
treated on a different footing to the 
towns which were already so heavily 
burdened. It could not be thrown at 
these East End districts that their rate- 
able values had been made purposely 
low, for they had been assessed up to 
theutmost penny they could bear quite re- 
cently. Everything they could get hold of 
was rated, and yet, in spite of that, their 
rateable value was as low as £4 8s. 9d. per 
head of population. While they were 
heavily assessed they had an abnormally 
large number of children in attendance. 
Not a single one of their school debts was 
yet liquidated. The first school erected in 
the district had still a debt to pay off. He 
had shown to the Committee that what was 
now proposed by the Government entirely 
failed to meet the necessity pressing upon 
the ratepayers in the district. It might 
be suggested that although the School 
Board rate was heavy, the other rates 
were light, but the fact was that the local 
rates worked out at 9s. 8d. in the &, 
while the average of the country was 
somewhere between 7s. and 8s. He had 
tried, at the risk of the loss of lucidity, 
to compress his remarks as much as he 
could, but he should have failed in his 
duty if he had not raised his most em- 
phatic protest against the terms of this 
Clause. He said frankly that he put his 
Amendment forward rather as a means of 
urging the Government to amend their 
scheme, to so modify it that urgent neces- 
sity might be relieved, and that some of 
the richer districts might bear a fair pro- 
portion of what was a national burden. 
Whitehall fixed the amount of the 
demand. The local authorities had practi- 
cally nocontrol over what they must do, 
and yet the localities were called upon to 
pay an alarming amount of the expendi- 
ture. He felt more strongly, as years 
went on, that inasmuch as this educational 
work was a national benefit, it ought to 
be a national burden thrown in the main 
on the central exchequer and not upon 
the local rates. Feeling that, he appealed 
to the Government to try to find seme 
scheme before the Report stage which 
might meet the necessities of the districts. 


Amendment proposed to the Clause— 


**In line 1, to leave out the words, ‘ And 
under Section 97 of the Elementary Education 


Mr. Ernest Grau. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Act, 1870, as amended by the Elementary 
| Education Act, 1897.’”—(Mr. Brnest Gray.) 


| Question proposed, “ That the words 
| proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


| (5.3.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My 
/hon. friend speaks with great force for 
the constituency which he represents. 
That constituency has been, ever 
since I have been concerned in these 
questions, a source of great anxiety to 
those who have had to deal legislatively 
or financially with educational problems, 
The truth is that the borough which 
my hon. friend represents is in every 
particular a part of London, with the 
exception of thisveryimportant particular 
from my hon. friend’s point of view, that 
it does not gain by the Equalisation of 
Rates Act, which affects the Metropolis 
as a whole. No doubt tha does produce 
a most abnormal state of things. It 
produces a state of things to which I do 
not imagine any precise parallel can be 
found in any other part of the country. 
I am, therefore, the last to complain 
that my hon. friend should appeal to the 
Government to try to find some remedy 
for that state of things, some alleviation 
which would content those whom he 
represents. I confess I cannot accept 
the particular solution he proposes. | 
am not absolutely sure that | under- 
stand the effect of the Amendment. If 
his idea is that my right hon. friend is 
to give all the grant which he has 
just promised, and the grants to 
necessitous School Boards in addition, 
then I take it that the Amendment 
would be out of order, for it would 
certainly be in substance, whatever it 
was in form, asking the Committee to 
sanction a very large increase of the 
/ grant we have just been authorised by 
the House on Report to give in aid of 
education. Therefore, I conceive that is 
not the policy of my hon. friend. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY: [recognise that 
I should be out of order if the Amend- 
ment had that effect. This Amendment 
must necessarily be followed by other 
Amendments to secure a redistribution 
of the grant. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The. policy 


| which he actually adopts in view of the 
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regulations of the House is not to ask | 


any increase in the amount of the grant, | 


but to ask that the existing grant should | 


be diminished by the amount of the. 
necessitous schools grant, and that the 
necessitous schools grant should be dis- 
tributed as at present. I have not been 
able to work out the figures, but I am 
not at all sure that my hon. friend 
would gain much by that procedure. 
But in my case I think the Committee | 
will feel that, although there may be 
hard cases, it would be quite impossible 
for us, and most undesirable, to abandon 
the general scheme of this Bill, which 
masses all the grants together, and gives 
them in one general sum, for the purpose 
of dealing with this or that exceptional 
ease. I would remind the Committee, 
what my hon. friend is perfectly aware 
of, and what he practically acknowledged, 
that this Bill does him no injury, and 
that he will not be worse off under the 
Bill than he is at the present time, but 
that only there are other parts of the 
country which will benefit by the Bill 
more than he will benefit by it. Iam 
afraid that is true, and I am afraid it is 
inevitable as long as you adhere to the 
policy which is the policy, I frankly 
admit, of the Bill. While you may vary 
the maintenance charges, you cannot pool 
the buildings. I do not believe the Com- 
mittee would really tolerate any proposals 
of that kind. If you once admit that a 
district which is obliged to provide all 
its schools must bear a heavier burden 
than the district which, by good fort une, 
or for some other reason, had a great 
many schools provided for it—so long as_ 
you admit that there is to be a difference 
of that kind, so long, I fear, you must 
admit that there must be a difference 
between West Ham and some other more 
fortunately situated districts. My hon. 
friend would not gain as much as he 
hopes to gain by the Amendment. No 
doubt the position of West Ham after 
the Bill passes will be as it is now, and 
that it will not be so financially fortunate 
as compared with certain other districts 
in the country. For these reasons I 
think the Government have really no 
choice but to vote against my hon. 
friend’s Amendment. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said the right 
hon. Gentleman had stated that sl 
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could not pool the buildings, but he 
had not offered to the Committee any 
argument in support of that. He had 
never heard any argument which had 
really gone to the point against the 
pooling of the liabilities of the provided 
schools. When the Government had 
taken away by what seemed to him to be 
the whole principle of the Bill, the local 
management of the schools by the 
elected representatives of the locality, 
it seemed to him that they had gone to 
the point which necessitated the equal- 
isation, or something like the equalisation, 
of the charge for theseschools. Of course 
that question did not very well arise on 
this Amendment. It was not possible for 
him to support the Amendment, which, 
however, afforded an opportunity for the 
discussion of the question whether the 
money which was to be given should go 
directly to the district, or to somebody 
else on behalf of the district. The 
united districts did not receive the 
money direct, it went to somebody else 
for them. There were united districts 
much larger in population than the 
urban districts which were named in 
the Bill as separate districts, and yet 
the money which was given in respect 
of the liabilities of those united districts 
under this Clause was to go, not to 
them, but to the county, which was only 
bound to return one quarter, or one 
half if they so chose. These appeared 
to him to be cases of monstrous and 
unnecessary injustice. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) 
said he hoped the Government would 
look with a favourable eye on the 
suggestion made by the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell. What might 
be wanted for the Old Kent Road might 
not be suitable for an agricultural 
county. He desired to thank the First 
Lord of the Treasury for the concession 
he had made to the agricultural Mem- 
bers; the right hon. Gentleman had 
tempered the wind to the shorn lamb. 
He did not mean to say that they were 
satisfied. It was not their business to 
be satisfied, but they were grateful ; 
and with an intelligent anticipation of 
events before they happened, he hoped 
they should have further relief from 
the rates hefore long. He was bound 
to say that, as a humble agricultural 


28 
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Member, he would do his best to per- 
suade his supporters that the First 
Lord and the Government had, under 
very difficult circumstances, endeavoured 
to do their best in this matter. 


Education 





Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said that 
the hon. and gallant Member for Chelms- 
ford had said that it was not his | 
business to be satisfied with the'| 
Government proposal, and neither was 
it the business of the Opposition to be 
satisfied. There were extreme cases like | 
West Ham and some rural districts which 
would be saddled with great liabilities. 
In his own constituency—the county 
borough of Oldham—the rates amounted 
to 6s. 8d. in the £, of which the school 
rate was ls. 9d., and the amount received 
would only be 1s. 6d. per scholar. 
hon. Member for West Ham had, how- 
ever, not stated what his proposal would 
amount to in regard to the other grants, 
and therefore while he agreed with him 
in principle he could not vote with him. 


Mr. D. J. MORGAN (Essex, Wal- 
thamstow) said that the case of his 
constituency was as bad as that of 
West Ham, where the population was 
almost entirely made up of working 
men from London, and the district had 
to educate their children. 


Question put and agreed to. 


(5.25.) Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, 
Romford) said he agreed with the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 


Forest of Dean, that it was a great | 
pity that they had not had an oppor- | 
tunity of consulting the local authorities | 


in regard to this Clause. Under the 
provisions of the Bill as originally 
drafted, instead of the necessitous 


districts being better off than before, | 
they would be worse. In East Ham | 


instead of getting 8s. 10d. per scholar | 


they would only receive 8s. 2d. under | 
the new scheme. He urged on the | 
Government that a sliding scale was | 
absolutely necessary. It was imperative | 
that some arrangement should be arrived | 
at by which the necessitous districts | 
should be put in such a position as to! 
educate the young children who resided | 
there. He wished this Bill when it 
became an Act to work easily ae 


Major Rasch. 


The | 
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smoothly, and it was. necessary that 
there should be no injustice done to 
any part of the United Kingdom ; and 
that could only be done by the adoption 
of a sliding scale. 


Amendment proposed— 
**In line 6, to leave out ‘a sum equal to 4s. 


| per scholar’ in order to insert ‘ Wherever the 


product of 1d. rate in the area of the authority 
is more than 2s. 6d. per scholar, a sum equal 
to 3s. per scholar.’”—(Mr Louis Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said his hon. 
friend and the Committee would see that 
this was an Amendment which could 
not possibly be accepted. If he under- 
stood the words of the Amendment 
correctly, the effect of them would be to 
make the grant more in certain cases. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: 
effect of my words. 


* Toe CHAIRMAN: That was the 
effect of the hon. Member’s Amendment, 
| but the hon. Member must have meant 
less. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said the words 
| of the Amendment were the converse of 
what he desired to move, but his position 
was that as he could not move a re- 
duction, he had to move an increase. 


Not the 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY expressed great 
sympathy with the hon. Member, who 
was not in a position to move what he 
really desired, but at the same time he 
felt sure that the hon. Member would see 
that the Amendment was one which the 
Government could not possibly accept. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he de- 
sired to move an Amendment, in line 7 
to strike out the words “per scholar.” 
The wording of the Clause asit appeared 
upon the Paper did not carry out the 
obvious intention of the Government— 

* An additional sum of 14d. per scholar, fo 
every complete 2d. by which the amount whieh 
would be produced by a 1d. rate on the area of 
the authority falls short of 10s. a scholar.’ 
Supposing they took a district in which 
there were ten scholars and in which the 
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1d. rate produced £2 10s. Ten shillings 
a scholar would amount to £5. The 
1d. rate would be £2 10s., and there- 
fore the amount produced by the penny 
rate would fall short of the amount 
required by £2 10s. If each scholar was 
to receive 14d. for every complete 2d. 
of the amount by which the rate fell 
short of the amount required —there 
were 300 twopences in £2 10s,—14d. 
for every complete 2d. would give 37s. 6d. 
per scholar, or a total grant to the ten 
scholars of £18 15s. That was not the 
intention of the Government. The 
intention of the Government was to 
give 14d. on every complete 2d.—not 
on every complete 2d. “per scholar.” 
The object of his Amendment could be 
attained either by leaving out the words 
“per scholar” in line 7, or by inserting 
the words ‘‘ per scholar” after the word 
““twopence ” in line 8. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY thought his 
hon. friend was quite correct in his 
statement of the intention of the 
Government, and he would accept the 
Amendment but he would prefer it in 
the manner last suggested by the hon. 
Member. 


Amendment made to the Clause— 
“In line 8, after the words ‘twopence,’ by 


inserting the words ‘per scholar.’ ”—(Mr. 
Gibson Bowles. ) 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 


Boroughs) said it had been conclusively 


shown that there were a _ large 
number of poor parishes possessed 
of a School Board, the rates of 


which were extremely high. The First 
Lord of the Treasury had declined to 
accept the Amendment of the hon. 
Member on the ground that it was of 
an exceptional character and related to 
only one or two cases in the United 
Kingdom. The Amendment he now 
proposed to move was of a different 
character, the hard cases it was designed 
to meet being rather the rule than the 
exception. He quoted the amounts of the 
education rate in several parishes of 
Carnarvonshire, to illustrate the necessity 
for greater relief in extremely poor 
parishes. In such parishes throughout 
the country the cause of education 
would be indefinitely retarded unless 
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the parish, and not the county, were 
made the unit in this financial Clause* 
He knew a number of parishes in which 
a ld, rate did not produce more than 
£10 a year. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In line 9, to the Clause, as amended, to 
leave out the word ‘authority,’ and insert the 
words ‘ parish served by the schools.’ ”—(Mr. 
Herbert Lewis.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word 
‘authority ’ stand part of the Clause, as 
amended.” —(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said the 
Amendment would not carry out the 
object of the hon. Member, as it was 
already provided in the earlier part of 
the Clause that the money should be 
annually paid to every local education 
authority. On the merits of the Amend- 
ment, he pointed out that the Govern- 
ment had already gone as far as they 
could to mitigate the burden on poorer 
parishes by increasing the payment from 
one-half to three-quarters of the two- 
pence. He hoped the Committee would 
see that the Government had gone as 
far as it could in this matter, and would 
reject the Amendment. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said if the hon. 
and learned Gentleman had confined 
himself to saying that the Amendment 
would not carry out the object his hon. 
friend the Member for Flint Boroughs 
had in view, he would not have had any- 
thing to say upon the matter, but the 
hon. and learned Gentleman went further 
and said that the Committee would 
recognise that the Government had gone 
as far as it could. He had never heard 
any argument from the Government 
which met the demand for a much 
bolder step in the direction of equalisa- 
tion. The total grants under this Clause 
would now be considerably over two 
millions of money. In spite of this 
great increase in the grant, there was 
nothing being done towards equalising 
the charges on the parishes. He agreed 
that the Amendment would not carry 
out the view of his hon. friend, and 
therefore, he would try to raise the ques- 
tion at a later stage in order that a 
division might be taken upon it. 
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shire, Mid) said the difficulties of the 
Committee had arisen from the Govern- 
ment Amendment having been put 
down on the Paper so late. The sug- 


gestion of his hon. friend the Member | 


for Flint Boroughs seemed to him to be 
reasonable, and he did not’ think it 
ought to be brushed aside in this way. 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- | 
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Committee. All his hon. friend said 
was, that having once arrived at the 
figure to be given to the local authority, 
they ought to provide for the proper and 
equitable distribution of the money, so 
as to make a distinction between rich 
and poor parishes. That he understood 
was the object of the Amendment. 


(5.48.) Question put. 


It was worthy of the attention of the 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Soustield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J. A(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William: Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Si Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland SirFr'dDixon 


Dorington,Rt.Hon. Sir JohnE. | 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart | 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


Noes, 85. 


AYES. 


Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
| Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
| Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H{(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml'ts 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir EW(B’rySEdm’nds 
| Grenfell, William Henry 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midad’x | 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,J ohn( Kent, Fav’rsh’m 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 


Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. | 


Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 206 ; 
(Division List No. 538.) 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower Frederick N.S 
Lockie, John 
Long,Col.CharlesW ,( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, ©. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
Malcolm, Ian 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milner, Rt. Hon. SirFrederickG 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tidley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
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Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G:. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B(Isleof Wight 
Seton- Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
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Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bell, Richard 





| Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 


Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex | 


Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans,Sir FrancisH(Maidst’ne 


Bill. 


Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C.E (Taunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R (Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Walker, Col. William Hall Sir Alexander Acland- 
Walrond, RtHn.SirWilliamH. Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 





NOES. 


Harwood, George | Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

| Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHonC. R(Northants 

| Stevenson, Francis S. 

| Strachey, Sir Edward 

| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 

| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 

Leng, Sir John | Thomas, F. Freeman-(Hastings 

Levy, Maurice | Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | Wallace, Robert 


| M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| Wason, Eugene 


| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Weir, James Galloway 


| Palmer, Sir CharlesM.(Durham | 


Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W. RB.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
| Wilson, John (Darham, Mid.) 


Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 


Price, Kobert John 


| Yoxall, James Henry 





Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 


Rea, Russell 


(6.0.) Mk. M‘KENNA moved to add at 
the end of line 9, the words, “ provided 
that in estimating the produce of a ld. 
rate in the area of the local education 
authority, not being a county borough the 
rate should be calculated on the assess- 
ment for county rates.” Under the 
Clause the grant would be calculated with 
boroughs on the valuation for poor law 
purposes, whereas for the whole adminis- | 
trative county it would be on the valua- 
tion for county purposes. Under that | 
plan, in a borough a particular building | 
might be valued for poor law purposes | 
at £50, whereas for county purposes | 
the valuation might be only £40. As_ 
the grant was to be calculated on the 
relation between the rateable value and | 
the number of scholars, it was very 


Rickett, J. Compton 
| Runeiman, Walter | Mr. 
Schwann, Charles E. 
| Shackleton, David James 


| estimating the 


| 
| aa 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 


Herbert Lewis and 
Mr. Samuel Evans. 


important that the valuation by which 
the amountof the grant was to be 
determined, should be accurately fixed. In 
many places property had been inten- 
tionally valued at a low rate, and the 
places in which that was the case would 
receive special advantage from this grant. 
The county basis was, generally speaking, 
very accurate, and it was only fair, 
as between different local education 
authorities within the same county, that 
the amount of grant should in every 
case be based on the same valuation. 


Ammendent moved— 


“Tn line 9, at end to add—‘ provided that in 
produce of a ld. rate in the 
area of the local education authority not being 
a county borough the rate shall be calculated 
on the assessment for county rates.’”—(Mr. 
M‘Kenna.) 
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Question proposed, “That those words 
be there added.”’ 


Education 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY pointed out 
that all the county was concerned 
with, was to see that the relative assess- 
ments of the different areas within 
the county were correct. For the! 
purposes of the county it did not matter | 
what the amount of the assessment | 
was so long as the proper proportion | 
bet ween the different areas was observed. 
The County Council had power to! 
review the assessment of the relative | 
areas, but with the actual amount they | 
had nothing to do. He really thought | 
there was no ground for the apprehen- | 
sion of the hon. and learned Member, | 
and he suggested that he should leave | 
it to the areas to make their assessments | 
correctly. ~asy miva8 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS agreed with | 
the Attorney General that the only ques- 
tion to be decided was as to the relative 
proportions the various boroughs and dis- 
tricts had to pay. But could any better 
plan be suggested than that proposed by 
his hon. and learned friend? The county | 
assessment was perfectly fair; it was | 
calculated on the same basis throughout, 
and if the Government would look | 
into the matter they would find that the 
method suggested in the Amendment 
was by far the best and most practicable 
that could be put forward. 
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Sirk ROBERT FINLAY, interposing, 
said that with a slight modification, there 
would be no harm in accepting the Amend- 
ment. If the hon. Member would move 
the Amendment in the following form he 
would adopt it— 

«Provided that in estimating the product of 
a ld. rate in the area of a !ocal education 
authority not being a county borough the rate 
<= be: calculated upon the county rate 

18. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said he would accept 
the suggestion of the Attorney General. 


Srr EDWARD STRACHEY asked 
whether the Amendment should not 


include quarter session boroughs. 


Mr. WALTER LONG thought there 
was no necessity specially to designate 
quarter session boroughs. The precise 
Amendment would be 
considered, and if necessary could be 
altered at a later stage. 

Mr. Amendment 


M‘KeEnna’S was 


_withdrawn, and the words suggested 


by the ATTORNEY GENERAL were agreed 
to. 


Amendment proposed to the Clause, 


| as amended— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ut,’ in line 
10, to the word ‘ accoraingly,’ in line 15, both 
inclusive, and insert the words, ‘If in any 
year the total amount of Parliamentary grants 
payable to the local education authority would 
make the amount payable out of other sources 


| by that authority, on account of their expenses 


Mr. TREVELYAN reminded the 
Government that they had admitted the 
existence of the kind of difficulty 
referred to by his hon. and learned 
friend, because in the King’s Speech 
they promised a Valuation Bill. That | 
measure had not yet seen the light, | 
but its general idea was taken to be | 
in the direction of carrying into effect | 
the recommendations of the Royal | 
Commission on Local Taxation. Those | 
recommendations were, generally speak- | 
ing, to assimilate the assessments | 
throughout the different counties under | 
whatever authority those assessments | 
were made. The Amendment, therefore, | 
had some significance. 


Mr. M‘KENNA was proceeding to | 
quote from the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on Local Taxation, when— 





under Part III. of this Act, less than the 
amount which would be produced by a rate of 
3d. in the pound, the Parliamentary grant 
shall be decreased, and the amount payable 
out of other sources shall be increased by 


|a sum equal in each case to half the differ- 


ence.’”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause, as amended.” 


(6.15.) Dk. MACNAMARA asked the 
Chairman whether it would be in order 
for him to move the Amendment he had 
handed in, as an alternative ? 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: if the words of 
the original Clause are struck out, the 
hon. Member can move alternative 
words. 


Question put and negatived. 
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Question proposed, “ That those words | 
be there inserted.” 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the new 
Government form of the Amendment was 
preferable to what they had had before | 
them up to now. He wanted to get back 
more to the Government’s second edition 
of their original proposal. He admitted 
that the new proposal of the Government 
was an improvement, but he objected to 
the fixing of 3d. in the pound, for the 
reason that it might be taken as a 
statutory maximum of obligation and 
would be likely to become stereotyped as 
the amount to be raised by the local 
authority. Such a result would be very 
disastrous to the schools of the country. 
He was aware that hon. Members opposite 
said that 3d. in the pound was quite 
enough. Lord Salisbury had stated that 
it would be advisable to write up in 
letters two feet long over every board 
school that the rates should never be more 
than 3d. in the pound. He did not say 
that the proportion of three-fourths or 
four-fifths was a thoroughly equitable 
scheme, but if they laid down that the 
Government had to find a proportion they 
should avoid the extremely dangerous | 
probability of it being said that the House 
of Commons had determined that the 
statutory maximum which they might be 
called upon to contribute locally was 3d. 
in the pound. He proposed as an Amend- 
ment the original form of the proviso 
modifying the three-fourths to three-fifths, 
because the Government had now found 
another half-million of money which 
amounted to one-twentieth of the whole. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“ To leave out all the words after the word 
But’ and insert the words, ‘the total amount 
paid to any local education authority on 
account of all the Parliamentary grants in 
respect of elementary education, including the 
grant under this Section, shall not in any year 
exceed four-fifths of the total expenses of the 
authority under Part III. of the Act, and the 
amount payable under this Section to a local 
education authority shall, where necessary, be 
reduced accordingly.’ ”—(Dr. Macnamara.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


(6.20.) SR ROBERT FINLAY : The 


effect of this Amendment, in practice, will | 
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not be very extensive. The proposal is 
in itself an improvement, because it does 
away with the evil which exists, not in 
a large number of cases, but in cases 
where the rate would be under 3d. 
I think the apprehension expressed by 
my hon. friend is really unfounded. 
He seems to think that if we mention a 
3d. rate and provide for a certain 
deduction, it will come to be regarded as 
a sort of statutory limit. I cannot think 
that there is anything in that apprehen- 
sion, because 3d. in the £ is not men- 
tioned as the maximum anywhere. I 
rather wish it could be so mentioned. 
[OpPosiTION cries of “‘ Oh, oh.”’] 


Dr. MACNAMARA: That confirms 
my apprehension. 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY: What we do 
provide is that 3d. is the statutory 
minimum for the payment of the full 
Parliamentary grant; and how can the 
most careless person suppose that that 
is the maximum? The hon. Member 
opposite is afraid people will run away 
with the idea that 3d. is the maximum, 
but not even the man who runs as he 
reads could make that mistake. There- 
fore I think the hon. Member’s apprehen- 
sion may really be dismissed as unfounded. 
Now I pass to consider the argument 
put forward by the hon. Gentleman in 
support of his alternative proposal, which 
is a variation of the original Government 
proposal. He proposes that we should 
say that the Government contribution is 
not to exceed four-fifths of the total 
amount provided for in the expenditure 
or in the Budget for educational purposes 
for elementary education, and in case 
anything of that kind happens the Govern- 
ment grant should be reduced accordingly. 
I submit to the Committee that the pro- 
posal of the Government is a better one, 
for this reason. If you take the four- 
fifths then you put down £1 and get £4 
of Government money. If you take it in 
reference to a 3d. rate, if you are under 
the 3d. the difference is shared, so that it 
is pound for pound from both local and 
Government sources. I think the hon. 
Member will see that this really is better, 
having regard to the varying circum- 
stances of the districts where the rates 
may be under or over 3d. in the &. 
Suppose we find the circumstances are such 
in a certain district that a 2d. rate would 
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be enough for all the expenditure for | 
| stimulus given to education than by the 
| plan proposed by the Government. He 


elementary education, and suppose that a 
2d. rate yielded £2,000. Of course a 3d. 
rate would yield £3,000 and £2,000 
would be the full amount of the Govern- 
ment grant. What is proposed now by 
the Government is that that £1,000 should 
be divided between the district and the 
Government, so that the Government 
grant would be reduced by £500, and £500 
would be put onthe local rate, and thus you 
would have a 2}d. rate instead of a 2d. 
rate. I therefore submit to the Com- 
mittee that the contention of the hon. 
Gentleman opposite in regard to the 
Government proposal is quite unfounded, 
and asa working proposal I think that 
what is put forward by the Government 
is likely to be far more effective 


Mr. WHITLEY said this was a very 
ditticult matter for the Committee to 
balance, having regard to the fact that so 
little time had been given them to con- 
sider the proposal of the Government. 
He was sure the Committee would pardon 
him if he tried to present another aspect of 
the case to that which had been put by the 
Attorney General. He thoughtthe differ- 
ence between these twoschemes would have 
just the reverse effect to that which had 
been described by the Attorney General. 
Let them remember that the principle of 
a proportion between Imperial aid and the 
local rate aid for the purposes of education 
was fixed by the late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, as a protection to the country, at 
three-fourths and one-fourth, respectively. 
In the case of a local authority not 
inclined to spend any more than they could 
be forced to spend on elementary educa- 
tion, and who cared more for saving 
expenses than for the quality of the 
education in the district, what result 
would these twoschemes have? Accord 
ing to the scheme of the Government, 
for every penny the local authority failed 
to raise they would only lose an equiva- 
lent pennyof Government grant ; whereas 
by the plan proposed by the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell, every authority 


who were so niggardly as to save a, 


penny which they ought to spend would 
lose 4d. which they would otherwise 
receive out of the Exchequer, so that, 
looking at the two schemes from the 
point of view of progress in education, he 
had not the slightest doubt that by 


keeping the proportion of four-fifths to’ 


Sir R. Finlay. 
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one-fiith there would be a_ greater 


could imagine some local authorities 
eaying, that rather than rate themselves 
to the extent of 3d. they would forego 
the equivalent 3d. of Government 
grant. In that way, under the Govern- 
ment proposal, it would be possible to 
have backward areas throughout the 
country where local authorities cared 
more for the saving of the rates than for 
the good of education. In Wales, in 
connection with secondary education, 
the principle was adopted of giving an 
equivalent grant of a halfpenny for a 
halfpenny,and he thought everyone would 


,admit that that was a good principle, 


which had given a stimulus to secondary 
He appealed to the 
Government to reconsider what he 
regarded as their hasty decision in this 
matter. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) said it seemed to him 
that in a great many places a 3d. rate, 
which might go a long way in regard to 
maintenance, would not go far if it 
included buildings. That being the case 
he should prefer the proportions proposed 
by the hon. Member for North Camber- 
well to those proposed by the Govern- 
ment. Inthe case of a borough which 
up to the present time had had no 
denominational schools, by fixing a 
minimum of 3d. inthe way proposed they 
really fixeda maximum, and the whole of 
the money would be wanted for mainten- 
ance only. He did not think there was any 
danger of misunderstanding the words 
When an Act of Parliament stated what 
was to be the minimum, there was a 
tendency to regard it as the maximum 
required. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he would 
point out to the hon. Member how the 
proposal of the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell would work in the poorer 
districts. If the Committee said tlie 
proportion was to be a fourth or a fifth, 
it would be possible to raise the rate to 
ls., and that might be a heavy amount 
fora poor district to raise. Therefore 
this 3d. rate had been fixed in justice to 
the poorer districts. 
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Dr. MACNAMARA said that in some 
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cases the figure might reach 1s., but it avoid. 


was already 1s. in those cases. 
Government scheme was to suggest that 
the amount had better be brought down 
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to 3d. That was what he wanted to 


(6.38) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 219; 
(Division List. No. 539.) 
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Words [of Mr. Balfour’s Amendment, 


as amended, | inserted. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said the 
Amendment he had placed on the Paper 
was designed to meet certain cases of 
hardship which would occur under the 
Bill as it stood. There were groups of 
tural districts which had hitherto 
acted as one for the purposes of educa- 
tion. These districts would now be 
merged in the counties. In his own 
constituency there was a rural school 
district with 30,000 population. And he 
knewof another case of tworural parishes, 
which had been grouped together by 
the Board of Education for the purposes 
of rating for education. There was a 


Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJoseph F.(Accrington | 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Palmer, SirCharles M.(Durham 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 





Soares, Ernest J. 
Spear, John Ward 
| Spencer, Rt Hn.C.R.(Northants 
| Stevenson, Francis 8. 
| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Taylor, TheodoreC. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
' Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace. Robert 
Wason, Eugene 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Dr. Macnamara and Mr. 
Whitley. 


denominational school in one parish. 
The School Board District would now 
be broken up, but the parish would 
have to pay the county rate, pay for 
the denominational school, and would 
have also to pay the capital debt of the 
extinguished School Board District, with 
which in future they would have no 
connection at all. It seemed to be par- 
ticularly hard, and totally impossible ot 
explanation to the people, that they 
would; have to pay 3d. or 4d. in the £. 
more than the people in the neighbour- 
hood. 


Amendment proposed— 


“* After the words last inserted, to insert in 
the Clause the words, ‘ (2) The amount paid 
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under this Section shall be allocated by the 
local education authority in the first instance 
to the expenses referred to in paragraphs (c) 
and (d) of sub-Section 1 of Section 13. if any 


such expenses are incurred by them.’”—(Sw | At present the 


Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words | 


be there inserted.” 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR said that the 
Bill did not create the hard cases to 


He admitted that the Bill would not | 
cure them, but it would mitigate them. 
The right hon. Gentleman proposed to 
make universal a grievance which was | 
at present casual and sporadic. The 
grievance was that certain artificially | 
amalgamated parishes, which had got 
schools of their own, were obliged to 
pay fo schools built in other parishes, 
and that grievance, which now existed | 
only in these artificially amalgamated 
areas, the right hon. Gentleman wanted | 
to extend to every county in the king- | 
dom. In the case of a parish which 
built a school twenty-five years ago and 
had five years more of the debt to run, | 
the right hon. Gentleman, he under- 
stood, would pool the charge; but, on | 
the other hand, in the case of the parish 
which had for thirty years been paying 
a heavy charge for its buildings, were 
they to recoup it? And if not, why 
not? If it were urged, on grounds of 
equity, that they should give the privi- 
lege to the parishes which came late into 
the field in regard to the provision of 
their schools, why should they refuse 
redress to the parishes which came early | 
into the field? As to the limit fixed, 
while thinking that the county author- 
ity should not be relieved of al! obliga- 
tions in respect of School Board areas, 
they had thought that all obligations 
should not be imposed upon them. 
They had taken the middle course, | 
believing it wise to leave some discretion 
and latitude to the education authority | 
in order that varying circumstances and 
cases might not be left out of sight. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he did | 
not feel quitesure that the right hon. | 
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| over the county area. 


5 


which the right hon. Baronet referred. ! 
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Mr. ALFRED HUTTON: It should 
be remembered that the poor parishes 


| would lose the necessitous board school. 


rants earned by a 
parish were ol entirely for that 
parish, but that would not be so in the 
future. They would now go to the 
County Councils and be distributed 
So that against 
the alleviation to which the right hon. 
Gentleman referred must be put on the 
other side of the account the fact that 
the parishes would lose the advantage 
they had before of that portion of the 
grant earned by them. He submitted 


| that the loss would be far greater than 


any gain which might accrue from the 
proposals of the Government. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he re- 
gretted the Government could not see 
their way to admit the case put forward 
by his right hon. friend. The Govern- 
ment had taken upon themselves to lay 
down principles which they had not 
the courage to carry out. They were 
setting up a county management of 
schools, and they ought to be prepared 
to face the logical conclusion of their 
scheme. They came forward with a one 
authority scheme and a one rate scheme, 
and several of the Opposition took the 
view that such a scheme had advantages, 
the greatest advantage being that there 
would be a separate rate for each area 


_which would enable the authority to set 


up a good school in the district. But 
when the Government laid down general 
principles they did not, unfortunately, 
carry them out. The logical conclusion 
to the scheme of the Government would 
be to place the whole burden of setting 
up primary education on the county as 
a whole. If police stations could be 
made a county charge, why not schools ? 
The small districts were not fairly dealt 
with. 


*Mr. CHANNING said he repre- 
sented a district where the details of 


‘this particular question had been dis- 


cussed for years, and where the grievances 
pointed out would be severely felt. Four 





Gentleman had authority for believing at least of the School Boards in that 
that in every case the Government had | division were necessitous boards, from 
succeeded in alleviating the grievance. the heavy expenditure they had faced 
‘in providing excellent schools. He 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Oh, yes; in|could assure the Prime Minister that 
every case. many of those who supported him 
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politically in 1886 and on other oc- 
casions when similar suggestions to those 
embodied in this Bill were under dis- 
cussion were not disinclined to the pro- 


Education 


posal to place schools under a county | 


authority, because they believed that 
these liabilities would be dealt with in 
a broad and generous spirit. These 
classes of ratepayers would be profoundly 
disappointed at the way in which it 
was proposed to deal with them now. 
It was only fair to those districts which 
had contributed in these costly schools 
solid assets to the county educational 
system that when they were surrender- 
ing the control of the schools they 
should receive generous treatment in 
respect to meeting the liabilities incurred 
in providing the schools. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS hoped the 
Government had not said their last word 
on this matter, for he thought a very 
strong case had been made out showing 
the great hardship to small localities 
which must necessarily ensue by reason 
of the proposals of the Government, not- 
withstanding the way in which they 
met the Committee on Clause 13. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister 
had asked whether in the parishes where 
large expenditure had occurred, the 
expenditure should be repaid. ‘That, of 
course, was impracticable, but at the same 


time to draw a hard and fast line in the | 


Bill would create a very great grievance. 
The suggestion of his right hon. friend 
was merely that the Government should 
begin anew. In the case of a School 
Board district which might have paid 
the whole of its debts at the end of this 


year the School Board of that district | 
had no great burden, but in a few years 


it might be necessary for them to extend 
their buildings. That expense it was 
proposed to place on the county authority, 
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but in the case of a building just erected 

the building was taken away which had 
been built with the money of the district, 
and the people were to be told that they 
had nothing to do with the matter, ex- 
cept to pay the debt they had incurred 
in the interests of education. If against 
such a state of things it could be shown 
that the burden would be spread over 
the whole country, and that no particular 
portion could be made to suffer, it would 
be an equitable settlement, but the 
arrangement which was now made was 
not equitable. 





| Dr. MACNAMARA pointed out that 
| there were a number of small villages 
| where a Id. rate brought in a precept 
of from £5 to £25. These villages, at 
| the present time, were rated very heavily, 
‘and they had each a liability of from 
| £3,000 to £5,000 in respect of the school 
|they had built. The Government now 
| said to them that they would have to pay 
|the county rate of 3d. and also a differ- 
| entiated rate until they had wiped out 
| their liabilities, and if they built a new 
| school there would be a differentiated 
|rate until they had paid that also. In 
| the case of those villages which were 
| never rated, and the schools of which were 
| provided out of voluntary resources, that 
|was not a communal charge, and he 
thought it grossly unjust that those 
villages which had contracted themselves 
out for many years should now be asked 
to pay for those villages which had voted 
for education in the past. It seemed to 
him that the scheme of the Amendment 
was eminently reasonable, and he 
regretted that the Government had not 
seen their way to adopt it. 


(7.23.) Question put. 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 95; 
(Division List No. 540.) 


AYES. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H., 
Causton, Richard Knight 


Mr. Channing. 





Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | Gladstone,RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) | Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Grant, Corrie 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, SirFrancisH(Maidstone | Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
| Fuller, J. M. F. 
| Furness, Sir Christopher 


| Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
| Grithtn, Ellis J. 
| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
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Hemphill, Rt. Hon, Charles H, ; Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barrett Francis 
Leese,SirJ oseph F. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 





Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. | 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 
Moss, Samuel 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durh’m) | 
Paulton, James Mellor 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Mane’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Bowles,T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
(arson, Rt. Hn. SirEdw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, ae 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dewar,SirT. R.(TowerHamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington,Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE. 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward : 
Duining-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Soares, Ernest J. 


Spencer, RtHn C.R.(Northants | 


Stevenson, Francis S. 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | 
| Tennant, Harold John 


NOES, 


Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Godson, SirA ugustusFrederick 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH mlets 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW (B’ryS.Edm’nds 


| Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 


| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Haabury,Rt. Hon. RobertWim. 


| Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf'rd 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 


| Heaton, John Henniker 


Helder, Augustus 


| Henderson, Sir Alexander 


Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
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| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
| Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
| Thomas F, Freeman-( Hastings) 
| Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
| Toulmin, George 

| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

| Wason, Eugene 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, Geo. (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES,-—— 
Sir Charles Dilke and 
Mr. Alfred Hutton. 


Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kennaway,Rt. Ha.Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph( Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Manners, Lord Cecil : 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milner,Rt Hon. SirFrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H, Aylmer 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Kobert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
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Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley,Hon M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rotkschild,Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 5. G. Stopford- 
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Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) ; Walrond, RtHn.Sir WilliamH. 
Spear, John Ward | Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Spencer, Sir E.(W. Bromwich) | Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Stanley,EdwardJas.(Somerset) | Welby,Lt-ColA.C.E. (Taunton 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) | Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M, | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Stock, James Henry Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Strutt, Hon, Charles Hedley Wilsoa,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) | Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 





Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romfield) 
Smith, Abel, H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 


Tuke, Sir John 
Tully, Jasper 





It being half-past Seven of the clock, | 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his | 
Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit | 


again this evening. 





EVENING SITTING. 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | 
BILL. 

Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. LowtHer (Cumberland, | 
Penrith) in the Chair. 


Question proposed, “ That the proposed | 
New Clause (Aid Grant), as amended, 
be added to the Bill.” 


*(9.0.) Sm EDWARD STRACHEY 
said this was the last opportunity they | 
would have of discussing the Clause, 
as most likely on the Report stage it 
could not be debated, and he therefore | 
wished to draw attention to two or} 
three points. It was true that the, 
Government, realising that their first | 
proposal to grant £930,000 was inadequate, | 
now proposed to add a further sum of | 
£465,000. To his mind that was not | 


Thornton, Perey M. | W: 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward | 


Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. W 


| not a local charge 
| placed on the Pape 
| Gentleman the Member for Sleaford at 


Wvlie, Alexander 
| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


Batty 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 

| Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 
illiam Hall 


local education authority for educational 
purposes. That was tosay, thedifference 


| would have to be made good out of the 


Imperial Exchequer on the sound principle 
that three-fourths at least of the cost 
of education should be a national and 
That Amendment was 
r by the right hon. 


the direct request of the Central Chamber 
of Agriculture. On the ground that the 
education was to be administered locally, 
it was felt that there might be a certain 
amount of local contribution to ensure 
efficiency and proper economy. The 
Government, however, thought right to 
refuse to accept the Amendment and to say 
that in future no limit should be placed 
on the amount to be raised out of the local 
rates, thereby giving great dissatisfaction 
to agriculturists and other occupiers in 
country districts. Nodoubt the tendency 
would be to raise the standard of educa- 
tion, and very properly so ; but he objected 
to making education unpopular by saying 
that any improvement of the standard 
should entail higher rates while there 
would not be proportional increase of the 
aid grant. Any increase of local rates 
would be very unpopular indeed, and 
certainly hamper the education needs of 
the area. The Government had laid 
down the curious proposition that in no 





so satisfactory as if the Goverment | case should the local rates contribute less 
had accepted the Amendment of the! than 3d. inthe £. The hon. Member for 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for | North Camberwell had expressed a hope 
Sleaford, which laid it down as an essential | that a much higher local rate would be 
part of the Bill that under no circum-| raised in country districts. The Prime 
stances whatever should the education | Minister cheered that observation, and 
rate—for primary as well as secondary | thus evidently looked forward to the 
education—exceed one-fourth of the total | rate being more than 3d. Fortun- 
amount to be raised in the area of the | ately for himself, the Prime Minister 
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was in the position that he would|the payment of the interest. Would 


not have to pay any rates under the 
Bill, and he could cheer the statement with 
alight heart. That day they had had laid 
before them the third edition of the 
Government proposal. The House in this 
matter had been treated in a most cavalier 
fashion, and in the interval of which the 
sitting had been suspended they had not 
even taken the trouble to present the 
revised Clause and put it on the Orders of 
the Day. The Attorney General in tell- 
ing them what the Clause meant said he 
would have liked to have made it 
impossible for the rate to be more than 3d. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: I said I 
should be glad if that were possible. 


*Sim EDWARD STRACHEY said he 
was speaking under great difficulties, 
because he had not the amended Clause 
before him ; there was only the copy in 
the hands of the Chairman. The Attor- 
ney General told them the effect would 


be that a county where they only 
raised a 2d. rate, which produced 
£24,000, would be fined to the ex- 


tent of £6,000, because the rate was 
only 2d. It seemed avery curious induce- 
ment to economy to say to that County 
Council, “If you only spend a 2d. rate 
of the ratepayers’ money on education, 
because you find that quite sufficient, we 
shall fine you £6,000 by reducing your 
grant to that extent. On the other 
hand, if you spend up to the full amount 
of a 3d. rate we shall not fine you at all 
but we shall give you the full amount of 
the grant.” Was not that offering an 
inducement to extravagant expenditure ? 
[t was possible that in some local 
areas the amount required would not 
exceed a 2d. rate, and although the 
authority there might carry on the schools 
efficiently and with economy, it would be 
fined in the way he had pointed out. 
Now he wanted to ask what would be 
the effect of the Clause in the school 
districts where the School Board now 
received a grant under the Agricultural 
Rates Act. Would the district or parish 
get credit for that amount in the reduction 
of the rate it had to pay to the county 
authority, or how would it be treated ? 
The School Board had received the 
money not merely in aid of the current 
rate, but also for payment of interest 
on money expended on buildings, and 
the grant had been in part made for 








the district or parish in future have to 
pay that interest without any assistance 
from the grant under the Agricultural 
Rates Act? He hoped he would be told 
they would retain all the money given 
them under the Act, else it would greatly 
increase the rates in those districts. For 
it must be remembered that the repay- 
ment of three-fourths of such loans 
fell on the parish as a special rate. 


Mr. M‘KENNA hoped that the At- 
torney General would favourably consider 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn which would, in his opinion, 
improve the wording of the Clause. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that as at 
present advised, he did not think the 
words would carry out the object which 
the hon. Member had in view. The 
whole matter would, however, be con- 
sidered. In reply to the hon. Member 
for South Somerset, he had to say that 
the grants payable to School Boards under 
the Agricultural Rates Act would be paid 
to the authority taking over the func- 
tions of the School Board. 


*Srr EDWARD STRACHEY: Then 
they will lose the benefit of them ~ 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: No, 
*Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: Yes, as 


to payment of interest on loans. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said the 
Clause dealt with the distribution of large 
sums of money among the loca] authori- 
ties, and it was well to bear in mind 
that when once they had laid down the 
principle of distribution, it would become 
very difficult to reconsider that. They 
ought to have had fuller opportunities 
of considering the Government proposal, 
and they ought to have had laid before 
them some Return showing what its 
effect would be. As it was, they were 
laying themselves open to the charge 
that they were asking the Committee to 
vote money under circumstances which 
nobody could understand. The School 
Board grant was only £160,000 a year, 
but now it was proposed to distribute 
something like two millions annually, 
and surely there were considerations other 
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than mere rateable value that ought to 
be taken into account. He would like to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
tion to consider that the most expensive 
schools were the smallest schools. It 
cost far more per head to build a school 
for a small number of children than for 
a large number, and it was also far more 
expensive to administer a small than a 
large school, if an efficient staff was 
to be maintained. He thought the 
Government would have done wisely to 
bear that consideration in mind in allo- 
eating part of this money; they might 
well have given to a school with an 
average attendance of less than fifty, two 
or three times as much as was proposed 
under the Clause. They would thus 
have contributed more to the efficiency 
of education than they would do by 
increasing the grant per head. The 
Government should also have ¢onsidered 
how the distribution of the grant would 
be affected by the varying methods of 
assessment in different districts. He 
would give one illustration to show how 
it worked out in the West Riding of 
Yorkshire—in the case of Sheffield, 
Leeds, and Bradford. Under the Neces- 
sitous School Boards Act, Sheffield now 
got £6,000 a year, Leeds £3,000, and 
Bradford nothing at all—yet Sheffield 
was by far the richest, and Bradford the 
poorest of the three county boroughs. 
One explanation was, no doubt, that the 
capital in Sheffield was mainly invested 
in machinery, while that in Bradford 
was in bricks and mortar. Still the 
fact remained that the three towns had 
benefited under the Act in question in 
exactly the opposite direction of poverty 
and wealth. Seeing that injustices of 
this kind were almost sure to crop up, 
he did think the Treasury would have 
done well to have adopted a principle 
tribution of this money. It was, indeed, 
a serious matter that the distribution 
should be dependent on the different 
methods adopted in regard to assess- 
ments—methods which were calculated 
to favour wealthy rather than poor 
districts. In districts which were 
sparsely populated, and where of 
necessity the schools were small, it 
wouid be well to give a larger amount 
per head than was given in large 
schools. 


Mr. Alfred Hutton. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
it was objected that this Clause in con- 
junction with Clause 13 raised in- 
equalities. especially between the poorer 
and wealthier districts, and that point 
had been especially urged by the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean. But as he pointed out in the 
debate on Clause 13, the manner in 
which the burdens would be spread over 
the whole county would do a great deal 
to relieve the poorer districts. In the 
Forest of Dean the School Board rate 
was very heavy at present; it was, 
roughly speaking, 2s. 6d. in the £, the 
expenditure being £14,600 yearly. Out 
of that £1330 represented the repay- 
ment of the principal instalments of 
loans and £1170 repayment of the 
interest, or about a fivepenny rate. The 
County Council under this Clause would 
have the power if it pleased to reduce this 
charge by one half, and as the county 
rate for general expenditure in 
Gloucestershire was not likely to be more 
than 4d. the Forest of Dean would in 
future be called upon to pay about 7d. 
instead of 2s. 6d. in the £ yearly. Surely 
this new system of spreading the burden 
over the whole county was a marked im- 
provement on the old plan, by which each 
district took its own burden, and went a 
long way in the direction of helping the 
poorer districts. 


*Mr. ERNESTGRAY said that while no 
doubt the proposal would be a considerable 
improvement in rural districts, it must 
not be forgotten that the ratepayers of 
the Forest of Dean would still have to 
bear half the Gloucestershire rate. He 
welcomed the change because of. its 
further extension of the principle that the 
State should bear a larger share of the 
cost of education and the locality a 
smaller share. [Earlier in the after- 
noon a complaint was presented on 
behalf of the heavily-rated districts. 
No one had ever suggested that this 
difficulty of the heavily-rated districts 
was an easy matter to deal with. The 
present scheme would meet a large 
number of cases, but it would also result 
in a large number of anomalies, and if 
the Prime Minister thought that he had 
finally disposed of the matter he was 
| greatly mistaken. He feared that the 
|/new burdens under the Bill would em- 
| phasise the difficulties which had existed 
{ 
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for a long time, and would exist until the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer took over 
a large share of this burden. The great 
rating authorities would continue to urge 
the adoption of a scheme such as was 
proposed in the Bill of 1897, not in lieu 
of, but as a supplement to, the present 
scheme. The question was bound to 
come up again, and he hoped the day 
would soon come when the Government 
would deal with the whole question of 
local taxation. ‘The matter could not be 
adequately dealt with in a Clause relating 
merely to the School Board rate. The 
Government would have to redeem their 
promise to take up the whole question 
of local assessments and local taxation, 
and he hoped that before the period of 
the present Parliament expired, an 
adequate scheme would be submitted to 
the country. 


(9.35.) Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Buckrose) asked what the effect of 
the Clause would be on School Board dis- 
tricts, which at present in many counties 
received a sum in aid of the repayment 
of the principal and interest with regard 
to loans. He understood that-in future 
this money would go to the County 
Councils. Would these Councils credit 
the present School Board districts with 
this amount? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought the 
point raised by the hon. Member for the 
Buckrose Diyision was one of considerable 
practical importance. If the position was 
as stated, the small School Board districts 
would be hit harder even than had been 
anticipated, because the half of the rates 
which they received under the Agricul- 
tural Rating Act would in future go to 
the County Council, but the liability 
would still be a burden on the locality. 
He thought the Government must have 
overlooked this point, and he asked 
what was their proposal for meeting the 
difficulty. 1 


Str ROBERT FINLAY reminded the 
Committee that the equivalent for the 
fixed contribution under the Agricultural 
Rating Act was the rating of agricultural 
land at only half its value. That advan- 
tage the agricultural land would still 
retain, so that the equivalent for the grant 
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o not to the School 
Board but to the County Council. They 
had, he might also point out, provided 
that as regarded the liability of the locality 
it was to be one-half, ranging up to three- 
quarters. If that was not sufficient, the 
whole matter might have to be taken into 
consideration hut as at present advised the 
Government were not prepared to admit 
that the provision was insufficient. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought that 
the Attorney General had failed to meet 
the point. The mere relief of agricultural 
land hit the small tradesmen and those 
who were rated for something other than 
land. The county might take over the 
burden to the extent of one-half, but on 
the other hand it need not take more than 
one-fourth. At present the little parish 
received the benefit of the Agricultural 
Rating Act, because although agricultural 
land was relieved to the extent of one- 
half the Exchequer took the burden of 
the other half, but in future the relief 
would be spread over the whole county. 
The Attorney General must see that these 
little parishes would be hit exceedingly 
hard, and he hoped the matter would 
be reconsidered before the Report stage. 


Mr. LUKE WHITE said in the county 
which he represented there was an 
agricultural district where, prior to the 
Agricultural Rates Act, the School Board 
received from the Poor Rate from land 
£200 per annum with regard to the 
repayment of loans and interest in 
respect of the building of schools. After 
the Agricultural Rates Act was passed 
land paid only £100, and the School 
Board received the remaining £100 under 
the Act. As he understood it, if this 
Bill passed in its present form the County 
Council would receive that £100, and the 


'parish would be the sufferers to that 


extent. That, he thought, was an 
injustice the Government could not have 
contemplated. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said the hon. 
Gentlemen opposite looked only at one- 
half of the picture. They forgot that the 
maintenance was also pooled. They 
must look at the rateasa whole. How- 
ever, the matter should be looked into in 
the light of what had been said, but, as 
he had already said, the Government, as 


would be retained by all Agricultural land | g¢ present advised, considered that their 
in the county, although the grant | 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said there was 
not much in the point of the Attorney 
General with regard to maintenance, 
because most of the rate was in respect 
of buildings, and his experience was that 
in these small parishes the maintenance 
practically came out of the Government 
grants. Probably the Government 
would reconsider the matter. He hoped 
that soon there would be a Government 
who would reconsider the whole question 
of local taxation. These grants in aid 
only helped them temporarily to tide over 
difficulties’; they did not meet the real 
trouble. It was a pity the Government 
had not attempted to deal with the 
matter in a complete and thorough 
manner. These doles relieved the 
pressure on one class only at the expense 
of another. The Government had 
agriculture too much in their minds, for- 
getting that there was a distressed class 
in the towns. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, no. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Does the 


right hon. Gentleman deny the distress 
in towns ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No. I deny 
the allegation that we have forgotten that 
distress. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that at 
any rate there was no outward visible 
sign of the inward spiritual grace. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the hon.- 


Member ignored the fact that in the 
last twelve years the Party to which he 
belonged had given assistance to the 
towns as well as to the country districts. 
He had confined his attention to the 
Agricultural Rating Act, entirely 
forgetting that the Act of 1888 gave 
relief both to the towns and counties, 
and more to the towns than to the 
counties. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he had 
‘n his mind the legislative record of the 
present Administration, and he thought 
seven years was good or bad enough for 
any man or Government to go upon. 
In the last seven years the Government 
had discriminated against the towns in 


favour of one particular industry. This 


£2,000,000 might have been used to 
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settle the whole denominational difficulty, 
which had been presented to them as a 
building difficulty, and nothing else. It 
was, however, being used for the purpose 
of perpetuating this sectarian system, 
which was at the bottom of all our 
educational deficiencies. What had 
they done here? They had penalised 
the districts which built schools, 
and they practically said to them: “If 


you build schools you do So at your own 


expense.” They had practically given 
notice to those parishes that if they 
built free schools they must do so at 
their own expense. He regretted that 
the Government had not taken advan- 
tage of this opportunity to settle the 
whole difficulty. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said that there was one point upon 
which he should like to have some 
enlightenment. He was sorry to see the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was not in 
his place. This proposal meant some 
additional national expenditure and some 
addition to the Estimates of the year. 
He had not heard any estimate of the 
probable financial effect of this Clause. 
He had heard the Prime Minister 
repudiate the charge that this Clause 
was a grant in aid of voluntary schools. 
At any rate it was an addition to the 
system of grants in aid. He had never 
known a proposal of this magnitude 
submitted to the Committee before with- 
careful 
estimate prepared by the Treasury in 
regard to its pro'able financial effect. 
It would be most discreditable to this 
Committee if it allowed this Clause to 
pass without some such statement. He 
did not know whether anyone on the 
Treasury Bench was prepared to supply 
the information he was asking for. He 
would ask the President of the Local 
Government Board, who had appeared 
intermittently to take charge of this Bill, 
to give him that information. He 
wished to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
if this Clause passed in its present form 
whether the Government had formed 
any estimate of the burden which it 
would throw upon the Estimates, and if 
so would he tell the Committee the 
amount of that estimate. (MINISTERIAL 
laughter.) No doubt it was a matter of 
laughter with hon. Gentlemen opposite 
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that the expenditure under this Bill | the Member for Dundee was good enough 
should be challenged at all. This ex- | to say that I took an intermittent part in 
penditure would no doubt be proposed | these discussions. Surely the statement 
in the shape of an annual Vote which if | the hon. Member has just made, and the 
rejected would destroy the Ministry, but | question he has asked, is a proof of the 
the expenditure incurred would have to | fact that he has been taking a far more 
be met all the same. How any re-| intermittent part in the discussions than 
sponsible Government could come down | myself, and it shows a greater dereliction 
to this Committee without having made | Of duty on his part than anything which 
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up their mind as to the amount of burden 
entailed by this Clause he could not 
understand. He could not believe that 
they had made an estimate, and, there- 
fore, he asked the President of the Local 
Government Board to tell them how 
much the money raised under this 
Clause was going to amount to. Would 
it be £1,000,000 or £2,000,000 a year ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERT=<ON said 
that remark was the first indication that 
he had had of the amount, and he 
should like the right hon. Gentleman to 
give the information he had asked for. 


(10.0.) Mr. WALTER LONG: I am 
bound to say that I think the demand of 
the hon. Gentleman opposite is a most 
unreasonable one. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite have devoted not only a consider- 
able part of this evening, but many other 
evenings, and a considerable part of the 
whole time devoted to the discussion of 
Amendments, to attacks upon the Govern- 
ment because we are charging the rates 
with an undue proportion of the cost of 
education, and they have attacked us 


| Ihave been guilty of. With regard to 
| the question put by the hon. Member for 
| Carnarvon Boroughs in reference to the 
relief of taxation, I may say that the 
_view of the Government has been that 
'there should be a fair distribution as 
| between Imperial and local charges. The 
'hon. Gentleman opposite stated that we 
'had not redeemed our pledges as_ to 
| carrying out the recommendations of the 
| Royal Commission in regard to this 
distribution. Every hon. Member of 
this House knows perfectly well that we 
/cannot deal with that distribution as 
| between Imperial and local charges in a 
| Bill of this kind. All that you can do is 
to bring to the relief of the local rates the 
Imperial Exchequer, so far as you are 
able to do so. We believe that we have 
/made a very considerable addition to the 
relief of local taxation, not only by the 
| original contribution of £920,000, but also 
by thenewcontribution of nearly £500,000, 
'and we believe in doing this we have 
fairly discharged our duty towards those 
persons who will have to bear the local 
_burden. The amount of the Imperial 
| burden has already been stated, and I 
/cannot help saying that I think the 
| charge of the hon. Gentleman opposite in 
| this respect is not quite just. 


time out of number for not devoting | 


more money out of the Imperial Ex- | 


chequer to the relief of this part of local 
taxation, and they have more than once 
said that the attention of the ratepayers 
of the country will be called to the action 
of the Government in this respect. Now, 
the hon. Gentleman opposite makes an 
attack upon the Government because we 
have not informed the House or the 


Committee what will be the amount of | 


the charge we are now laying upon the 
country. My right hon. friend the Prime 
Minister has stated explicitly that, if this 
new contribution in aid of local taxation 
is availed of to the fullest possible extent, 
the demand upon the Imperial Exchequer 
will be to the extent of £1,300,000. 
That statement has been made by the 
Prime Minister. The hon. Gentleman 


| Mr. BRYCE said he thought that 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite had 
mistaken their complaint, which was that 
so many years had been allowed to elapse 
without dealing with this question. By 


this proposal the relations of local 
taxation with national taxation had 
been inextricably confused. For the 


last ten or fifteen years those relations 
| had been getting more and more con- 
fused, and this debate had shown how 
hard it was to get any definite opinion 
upon this question. He thought some- 
thing should be done to clear up this 
confusion. Until something was done 
to put this question upon a rational and 
intelligible basis they would not be able 
to unravel these difficulties. He earnestly 
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(10.10.) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON, 


Government the extreme importance of | upon a point of order, submitted that 
this question, because they were not now | this new Clause was not in order. In 
able to make out clearly what were the | form as well as in fact it was really an 
true relations of the taxpayer and the, Amendment of sub-Section 2 of Clause 


ratepayer, or upon what principle any | 13 which had already been passed. This 


lozal subvention ought to rest. 


The new Clause commenced, “ Nothing in 


Attorney General had stated that he | this Section shall affect any endowment.” 


would consider this question: Did he 
propose to consider it with a view of 


asking the House to go into Committee ? ; 
6 s _any school maintained by a local education 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I stated dis- 
tinctly that if the whole question of 
maintenance was taken into account as 
well, the arrangement proposed is a fair 
one. 


Mr. BRYCE said he presumed that if 
further consideration led the Government 
to think some change ought to be made 
in this respect they would give effect 
to it. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause added. 


New Clause :— 


*« (1) Nothing in this section shall affect any 
endowment, or the discretion of any trustees 
in respect thereof : Provided that, where under 
the trusts or other provisions affecting any en- 
dowment the income thereof must be applied 
in whole or in part for those purposes of a 
public elementary school for which provision 
is to be made by the local education authority, 
the whole of the income or the part thereof, as 
the case may be, shall be paid to that authority, 
and in case part only of such income must be 
so applied, and there is no provision under the 
said trusts or provisions for determining the 
amount which represents that part, that amount 
shall be determined in case of difference 
between the parties concerned by the Board of 
Education. (2) Any money arising from an 
endowment and paid to a Dennty Couneil for 
those purposes of a public elementary school 
for which provision is to be made by the 
Council, shall be credited by the Council, in 
aid of the rate levied for the purposes of Part 
III. of this Act in the parish or parishes served 
by the school for the purposes of which the 
sum is paid, or if the Council so direct shall be 
aid to the overseers of the parish or parishes 


He presumed that the Section referred 
to was sub-Section 2 of Clause 13, which 
provided that “ All receipts in respect of 


| authority shall be paid to that authority.” 


in the proportions directed by the Council, and | 


applied by the overseers in aid of the poor 
rate levied in the parish.”—(Sir William 
Anson.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Question proposed, “‘ That the Clause 
be now read a second time.” 


Mr. Bryce. 


He submitted that the effect of this new 
Clause was to contradict sub-Section 2 
of Section 13, and it ought to have been 
brought up as an Amendment to sub- 
Section 2 of Clause 13. That sub-Section 
provided that the money was to go to 
the local education authority, minus 
sums specially applicable for purposes 
for which provision was to be made by 
the managers, and this Clause reversed 
that mode of calculation. Therefore, he 
submitted that this new Ciause was not 
in order and could only be dealt with on 


| Report. 


* THe CHAIRMAN : The question of 
endowments seems to me to be a very 
fitting one to be dealt with in the Clause 
by itself. Clause 13 is already a very 
long Clause; in fact it was long in its 
original shape, and it has been con- 
siderably added to in Committee. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
was referring to Section 2 of Clause 13, 
which provided that all receipts should 
be paid to the local education authority. 
The words ‘All receipts’ had been 
defined as including endowments. There- 
fore, this proposition would, in effect, be 
an Amendment of the general words of 
sub-Section 2 of Clause 13. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: But the same 
remark would be applicable to all the 
Clauses. By general agreement this 
question of endowments, I think, was to 
be brought up as a new Clause. At 
least it is my recollection of what took 
place when the question was discussed. 


It was by general agreement that the 
‘whole question of endowments was to be 


brought up as a separate Clause. 


Mr. M‘KENNA asked if it was not 
necessary that notice should be given 
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of any new Clause which the Govern- 
ment proposed to move. The new Clause 
they were now considering must have 
been handed in after the House ceased 
sitting on Friday night last. This pro- 
posal was entirely new and no formal 
notice had been given of it. It had only 
come to his knowledge within the last 
quarter of an hour. The Blue Paper 
under the head of endowments contained 
a Clause which appeared on the White 
Paper as a new Clause, of which no 
notice had been given to the Committee. 
He submitted that the proper proceeding 
was to have moved by way of Amend- 
ment to the Clause which stood on the 
Blue Paper the terms of the Clause on 
the White Paper. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: It is sufficient 
notice that the Clause should appear 
on the Paper. What I understand by 
notice is that it must be in the hands 
of Members and that it must not be 
produced at the last moment as, un- 
fortunately, too many Amendments have 
been produced during the last forty- 
three days. 


Mr. BRYCE pointed out that whereas 
sub-Section 2 of Clause 13 declared that 
all receipts in respect of any school 
maintained by a local education author- 
ity should be applied to that authority, 
line 6 of the present Clause provided 
that “part thereof, as the case may be, 
shall be paid to that authority.” He 
submitted that this expressly contradicted 
the provision which the House had 
already decided, and such contradictions 
had frequently been ruled out of order. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The _ discussion 
referred to happened some time ago, 
and I have not had an opportunity 
of refreshing my memory as to what 
actually occurred. My recollection is 
that the question of endowments was 
raised before, and it was then generally 
understood that the question was to be 
brought up again. I think, if I remember 
rightly, the Prime Minister gave his 
idea as to the manner in which the 
question of endowments was to be dealt 
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with, and itj}was generally agreed that 
it should be dealt with in a subsequent 
Clause. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
raised the question of endowments, and 
he asked the President of the Local 
Government Board whether “‘all receipts” 
included endowments, and he said they 
did. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, no. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
that in any case he submitted that the 
words “all receipts” did include receipts 
from endowments which had already 
been provided for. 


*Mr. A. K. LOYD (Berkshire, Abing- 
don) said he introduced the subject of 
endowments on the Clause requiring 
the provision of funds for repairs, and 
in reply to his remarks the Prime 
Minister promised to deal with the 
subject in a separate Clause, and went 
on to sketch terms very much the same 
as those which were embodied in this 
Clause. On the strength of the state- 
ment made by the Prime Minister his 
Amendment was withdrawn. 


*Smr WILLIAM ANSON said that the 
Clause was introduced in conformity with 
an undertaking given by the Prime 
Minister some time ago that the question 
of endowments would have to be dealt 
with in a separate Clause, having regard 
to the double ownership which subisted in 
the non-provided schools. The Clause 
was to ensure, where the trust under 
which the endowment was held indicated 
that the income was to go in a direction 
which placed it in the possession of the 
local authority, it should reach the local 
authority, and where the trust left it in 
the hands of the managers it should be 
assured to the managers. The majority 
of trusts were general in character, and 
the Clause proposed to leave them in the 
discretion of the managers or trustees. 
But there were other endowments 
appropriated to particular purposes, 
endowments for teachers’ salaries and 
which the local 


other objects, for 
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authority were 
Bill, to make provision. 
to the local authority. 
of the Clause was to 
the discretion of the trustees as little as 


required, under the 
These went 
The object 


possible, but to ensure that where the | 


trust indicated the particular direction of 
the endowment that direction should be 
followed out. He thought that was all that 
it was necessary to say in regard to the 
first portion of this proposal. As regards 
the appropriation of the money where it 
was placed in the hands of the local author- 
ity, the question arose, whoshould continue 


to be benefited by the income arising | 


from the trust, and the answer obviously 
was the parish or parishes which the school 
was intended to serve, and the income 
arising from the endowment would go in 
aid of the rate of that particular parish. 
It might appear to the local authority 
that it would be more convenient simply 
to credit the parish with the amount of 
the rate they would be charged with, or 
it might be more convenient that the 
money should be paid to the overseers. 
That was left to the discretion of the 
local authority. He believed the Clause 
carried out substantially the scheme indi- 
cated by the Prime Minister, and he hoped 
the mode in which it was proposed to 
direct the income of the endowments 
might find favour with the Committee. 


*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS asked the 
hon. Baronet to explain what was 
meant by the phrase “ parish or district 
which the school was intended to serve.” 
Cases were very common indeed where 
an educational endowment, originally 
at any rate, was intended to apply to 
several contiguous parishes. In that 
ease, did the expression “parish or 
district which the school was intended 
to serve” relate to the parish in which 
the school was situated, or would it 
apply to the parishes to which the 


educational endowment related? He 
wished information in regard to 
another point. The Clause stated at 
the end— 


“Tf the Council so direct shall be paid to 
the overseers cf the parish or parishes in the 
——— directed by the Council, and 
applied by the overseers in aid of the poor 
rate levied in the parish.” 

Supposing a County Council passed a 
resolution to that effect, was that in- 
tended to conclude the matter for all 


Sir William Anson. 
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time, or was it intended that the appli- 


cation, so directed by the Council, 


should only last until the Council had 
interfere with | 


directed otherwise ? 


Mr. BRYCE regretted that the op- 
portunity afforded by this Bill was not 
being taken advantage of to make 
better use of those endowments, which, 
he believed, aggregated about £150,000 
a year, especially in the way of supple- 


'menting the needs of the upper kind 


of education in the rural districts. 
The new local authorities ought to be 
put in the position of being able to 
frame schemes for the application of 
educational endowments. That pro- 
posal was embodied in the Clause of 
which the noble Lord the Member for 
the Cricklade Division had given notice, 
and it appeared to him to be an ex- 
cellent and useful Clause. He thought it 
ought to have emanated from the Govern- 
ment. With regard to the particular 
Clause now under consideration, the Sec- 
retary of the Board of Education had 
spoken as if the trustees of the endowed 


schools were always the managers. 
He doubted if that was the case. 
He rather thought that, in some 
/cases, the trustees were not the 


| managers, and the question arose as to 


how much was to be the function 
of the managers and how much the 
function of the trustees. It must be re- 
membered that the positions of the en- 
dowed schools were very different indeed. 
Some of the trusts were old, while some 
were quite modern, and he thought the 
question ought to have engaged the 
attention of the Government how cases 
were to be dealt with in which the 
managers were not the trustees, and pro- 
vision ought to have been made for the 
powers to be exercised by the trustees 
where they were not the same. Here 
was another position. In the beginning 
of the Clause they found these words— 
‘‘Nothing in this section shall affect any 
endowment, or the discretion of any trustees 
in respect thereof. Provided that, where 
under the trusts or other provisions affecting 
any endowment, the income thereof must be 
applied in whole or in part for those purposes 
of a public elementary school, for which pro- 
vision is to be made by the local education 
authority, the whole of the income or the part 
thereof, as the case may be, shall be paid to 
that recone and in case part only of such 
income must be so —m and there is no pro- 
vision under the said trusts or provisions for 
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determining the amount which represents that 
part, the amount shall be determined in case 
of difference between the parties concerned by 
the Board of Education.” 


But suppose the case of an endowment 
not destined to any special purpose, 
suppose it were a small endowment—and 
there was a large number of them attached 
to elementary schools—and that there 
would be no relief to the rates, that the 
rates and the Parliamentary grant would 
be required to pay for the current ex- 
penses of the school, the result must be 
that the whole of that small endowment 
would be applied to the repairs of the 
school, and thus the managers would be 
relieved of the burden of repairs which 
the Bill imposed upon them, and which 
had been represented during the discus- 
sions on the Bill as part of the bargain of 
placing the voluntary schools on the rates. 
That consideration became the more 
important when it was remembered that 
in a great many cases these schools were 
not denominational in their foundation, 
having been established, long before there 
was a State provision for primary educa- 
tion, for the education of the poor children 
of the parish, without any direction as to 
the kind of religious instruction to be 
given in them. But as these schools fell 
into the hands of the local clergy and 
magnates, the practice grew up of giving 
in them the denominational instruction 
which in many other schools was 
given under trustees. If the endow- 
ments of these schools were looked into 
in the same way as the endowments 
which were dealt with in the Act 
of 1869 it would be found that they 
were really not denominational, although 
they had been used as denominational 
schools. He saw no reason why, in 
making a new departure in education, 
Parliament should give legislative ap- 
proval to an unauthorised practice, and 
stamp these schools for all time as de- 
nominational. The desire of the pious 
founder of two centuries ago in establish- 
ing these schools was not to relieve the 
rates, as his hon. friend the Secretary to 
the Board of Education had contended, 
but to give children of parts in the 
parish the chance of rising in the world, 


by providing them with the means of | 


education, and now that primary educa- 
tion was happily supplied to everybody 
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applied to helping the children of the 
parish to obtain a still better educa- 
tion. 


10.35.) Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN 
(Kent, Tonbr dge) said it was difficult to 
understand from the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech whether he opposed or 
supported the Clause. 


Mr. BRYCE said he desired to 
amend it, and he put forward three 
points—first, that small endowments 
ought to be used for _ repairs; 
secondly, that where schools were not 
denominational by foundation, endow- 
ments ought not to be treated as 
denominational; and, thirdly, that en- 
dowments ought not to be used for the 
relief of the ratepayers. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
the right hon. Gentleman’s first point 
was that if the endowment were 
small it should not be used for 
repairs. He confessed he did not 
see what difference the size of the 
endowment made as to its application. 
The real point was this: It was difficult 
now to say in many cases what the 
object of the pious founder was. In 
most cases endowments were now applied 
to the general support of the schools. 
That fell on the general fund, which{was 
now to be divided between the local 
authority and the managers, and surely 
the only statesmanlike course the Govern- 
ment could pursue was to divide the en- 
dowments somewhat on the principle on 
which they were now divided. The fact 
that one endowment was large and the 
other small had really nothing to do with 
the case. Then they came to the ques- 
tion of educational endowments. He 
really thought the right hon. Gentleman 
was anxious to drag in the religious 
question on every possible occasion. 


Mr. BRYCE: The religious question 





arises itself in this matter. 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 


by the State, the endowments should be | they were dealing with elementary 
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tions which were very largely in some | 
cases supported by endowments, and 
the question was what they were | 
to do with these endowments. He 
ventured to say that the denomina- 
tional question did not enter into that, 
and if it did enter curious results would 
follow. If they were to say that these 
endowments were not to go to the de- 
nominations unless they originally be- 
longed to the denominations, the effect 
would be that a great many of the 
Wesleyan schools which possessed endow- 
ments would have them taken away from 
them. If these endowments had been 
used for the general support of the 
schools, and if the general support of the 
schools was now to be divided between 
the managers and the local authority, 
they must have some system whereby 
they should be used by these two bodies 
in future. Suppose they diverted them 
to some other purpose, what would 
happen? They would have in that dis- 
trict for the first time a very large 
school rate, and the people of the parish 
would be greatly aggrieved because the 
endowment which they had at present 
was not used for the relief of the rate 
or the repair of the buildings. 


Mr. BRYCE: It is the county rate. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
the whole of the people would con- 
tribute to the county rate. Most 
of the endowments were left before 
the Act of 1870 came into operation. He 
quite admitted that since 1870 there 
had been, perhaps, some misapplications of 
endowments different from the original 
intentions of the founders ; and in many 
parishes the result had been that there 
were no rates, and very small subscrip- 
tions. The country would never tolerate 
the taking away of all these endowments 
after they had heen made use of for thirty 
years. The Clause might not be theo- 
retically perfect, but he regarded it as a | 
practical and statesmanlike way of dealing 
with a very difficult question. There was 
the other question, that these endowments | 
should not go to the relief uf the rates, 
but in some other way for the benefit of 
the parish. His hon. friend the Member for | 
East Somerset had an Amendment on the 
Paper which would meet thecase. There 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 
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schools belonging to various denomina- | were some cases where the endowments 
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were so large that they would more than 
pay the county rate, ora large share of it. 
He thought it was quite right and 


proper that in such cases the county 


authority should have the right of apply- 
ing to the Board of Education for a 
scheme to enable them to divert the 
balance to some other purpose—as, for 
instance, to giving scholarships in the ele- 
mentary schools to enable the children to 
attend a secondary school. In this way 
they would be able to use a certain part 
of the endowments in building up the 
educational ladder, which they all desired 
to see. The Government having dealt 
with a most difficult question in a 
businesslike and sensible way by giving 
the local authority a portion of the endow- 
ments for work which they would under- 
take in the future, the Board of Educa- 
tion might well be trusted, where there 
was any dispute, to make a fair division. 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) said 
he rose for the purpose of asking one or 
two questions as to the interpretation of 
the Clause. He could not quite con- 
gratulate the right hon. Gentleman, or 
those who were responsible for the wording 
of the Clause, on the particular use made of 
the phrase “ provision,” which was em- 
ployed in three totally different senses. It 
could not be denied that there was some 
doubt and ambiguity as to the interpreta- 
tion of these words. He agreed that the 
money provided by these endowments 
ought to be ear-marked, as far as possible, 
for the purposes for which it was origin- 
ally intended, or akin to what was 
originally intended. There were cases in 
small towns and Jarge villages in which 
the endowment was larger than was 
necessary for the purpose of maintaining 
a local school, and the inhabitants of 
these villages would feel very keenly if a 
new burden were imposed upon them 
which they had not borne in the past. 
There were cases in which the founder 
in years gone by had bequeathed some 
land which, in his day, would only be a 
garden patch, but which had been built 
upon and now yielded a large revenue. 
In cases of that kind he rather gathered 
that, although a very large portion of the 
money was capable of being used for 


educational purposes, it would devolve 


on the trustees to decide what was to be: 
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done with the surplus. There might, | instance given. Undoubtedly it was for 
however, be several bodies of trustees | the advancement of education. He felt 
connected with one of the same endow- | very strongly that education could be 
ments, and it might be necessary, in | advanced by a system of scholarships. It 
cases of doubt, for the Board of Educa- | was very well known that in the rural dis- 
tion to frame schemes in order to effect | tricts, especially, the average educational 
a proper apportionment of the funds. advantages for boys and girls were not 
He hoped that if it was not possible for very great, and he was afraid that there 
the Government to introduce a Clause in | would be opposition to the appropriation 
this Bill to deal with contingencies of that of money for secondary schools; but 
sort, they would consider the desirability | clever boys and girls should be afforded 
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of bringing in a Bill dealing with the 
subject as a whole. In cases in which | 
the endowments only formed a small | 
portion of the whole, he could not see | 
how any difficulty could arise; but he 
did see a distinct possibility of difficulty 
in the future in cases in which the endow- 
ments were very large, and in which it 
might be necessary to decide what should 
be done with the surplus. In regard to. 
questions as to whether these endow- 
ments were denominational or un-de- | 
nominational, he would net deal with it. 
Every case should be dealt with on 


its own merits. They could not 
group them into classes; every one 
must form the subject of careful 


investigation. To endeavour to lay 
down any general rule would be absolutely 
misleading. He hoped the Government 
would give some explanation as to the 
wording of the Clause, and also what 
they contemplated in regard to cases in 
which there was a large surplus available. 


| the opportunity of enjoying, totheirown 


advantage and that of the nation, a 
secondary education through the means 
of scholarships. Private generosity was 
quite inadequate to meet such claims. 
He was very disappointed that the 
Government had not seized the oppor- 
tunity of making a start in what he 
believed to be the only way of building 
up the secondary schools. He hoped the 
Government would consider this question 
afresh, and devote a portion of the money 
to scholarships. 


Mr.SAMUEL EVANSsaid heasked the 
Committee to say whether they hadarrived 
at last at the general principles on which 
the Government proposed to deal with 
endowments. He maintained that this 
new Clause departed entirely from what 
was apparently the original intention of 
the Government, as expressed in sub- 
Section 2 of Clause 13. That was to 
hand over all the endowments to the 


/new education authority, except such 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) | 
said that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen— 
whose speeches he always listened to with 
interest and enjoyment, because the right | 
hon. Gentleman was an expert in these | 
matters—knew a great deal, but he did not 
know everything. He happened to be a 
‘* pious founder ” himself—not that there | 
was anything to be proud of in that, nor 
that he wishedit. The object of his col- | 
leagues and himself was most certainly | 
the reduction of the rates and the mini- 


portion as was made applicable for pur- 
poses for which provision had to be made 
by the managerz. He desired to make 
a complaint against the Government for 
putting this Clause down in the shape 
in which it was, and then altering it. 
Here they had a Clause put down for 
Second Reading, and he thought it was 
intolerable that after forty-three days 
spent in considering the Bill they should 
have a Clause on the Blue Paper and 
another Clause on the White Paper, 
both on the same day. The practical 





mising of the expenses, and, quite second: | effect of this Clause would be that where 
arily, the cause of education. | there was a general endowment for the 
support of the schools and the sum of 

| money was sufficient for the purpose, 

(11.0.) Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, | the managers would claim it for the re- 
N.W.) said he desired to ask the Govern- | pair of the school and they would thus 
ment to consider the real purpose for | be relieved from any burden in respect 
which these endowments were in the first of repairs. Where provision was made 
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ment the managers would ask the educa- 
tion authority to decide how much should | 
go to repairs and how much to the local 
authority, and the education authority 
would relieve the managers of the only 
pecuniary obligation that rested upon 


them. That showed that in this Clause | 


the Government were running away 
from their own intentions as, expressed 
originally in sub-Section 2 Clause 13. 
Wherever there was an endowment, 
there would be no obligation on the 
managers to effect repairs. The more 
they saw of the Bill, the more they saw 
how the bargain was being whittled 
down. Was the Committee prepared to 
say that, in the case of schools having an 
endowment, there was to be no burden 
at all on the managers in respect of re- 
pairs? Where, in that case, was that 
part of the bargain which rested on the 
managers, if they were to be enabled to 
lay hands on an endowment for the 
purposes of repairs? No other pecuniary 
obligation rested on them at all. The 
obligation to effect repairs was one of 
the reasons why they were given the 
appointment of the head teacher and a 
two-thirds majority on the board of 
management. The second portion of the 
Clause dealt with cases where the trust 
deed provided that only part of the in- 
come should be applied by the managers. 
He was not quite sure that he understood 
the second part ; but it appeared to him 
that in such cases the managers would 
ask the Education Department to say 
how much they should have for repairs 
and how much should be given to the 
education authority, and they knew that 
the Education Department would be pre- 
pared to relieve the managers of the 
only pecuniary obligation which rested 
on them. The noble Lord the Member 
for Greenwich blessed that proposal. He 
got an interpretation the other day from 
the Government which had not been 
given in the House. 


Lord HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
dissented. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that an 
interpretation had been given as having 
behind it the greatest weight of legal 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 
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for the use of only part of the endow-| 
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authority, but the noble Lord did not feel 
fully satisfied with it. He himself 


thought it strange that such a legal 
explanation should have been given 


to the Bishop of London or to anyone 
else which had not been given to the 


Houseof Commons. He would not be 
in order in discussing that question, 
but he had said enough for his present 
purpose. His objections to the Clause 
were that, broadly speaking, it ex- 
cluded endowments from the opera- 
‘tion of the Bill altogether ; and that if 
| an endowment was to be applied only in 
part for purposes which were the purpose 
of the new education authority, it was 
not to be handed over to that authority 
until, at any rate, the managers had got 
their slice out of it for repairs. He 
thought that the Committee had a right 
to complain of the variations in the 
second part of the QGlause. His right 
hon. friend the Member for South Aber- 
deen objected to money given by pious 
founders being used for the relief of the 
rates, but the lines to which his right hon. 
friend objected appeared only on the White 
Paper,and did not appear at all on the Blue 
Paper. The conclusion which he had 
arrived at, and which he humbly pressed 
on the Committee, was that in this 
Clause the Government were running 
away from their own intention as ex- 
pressed in Clause 13. The Clause now 
before the Committee was entirely sub- 
versive of the principle in Clause 13. 
It was wrong in itself, and he hoped the 
Committee would not accept it. j f- } 


£*Str WILLIAM ANSON said he thought 
that the controversial part of the Clause 
was sub-Section 2; but the discussion 
had ranged over a wide circuit, and 
included matters which appeared to him 
to be wholly irrelevant. When the hon. 
Gentleman said that the Clause was 
wholly contrary to the policy of the 
Government as expressed in Clause 13, 
he must surely remember that, weeks 
before Clause 13 was reached, the Prime 
Minister declared that endowments 
_would be dealt with separately and in 
_a manner which practically corresponded 
to that in the Glause before the Com- 
mittee. The policy of the Government 
had been then expressed, and was now 
| carried into effect. The hon. Member for 
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the Flint Boroughs asked him what was 
meant by the words “ parish or parishes,” 

and whether they would include the whole 
area to which a charity was intended to 
apply. The words were exactly what 
they implied; and the rates of all 
parishes concerned would be aided. The 
main objection to the Clause was that 
they had not uprooted the whole system 
of elementary school endowments, and 
had not proceeded to consider whether 
they should not be applied to the pur- 
poses of secondary education. 
was quite large enough already ; and he 
thought, ifthe Government endeavoured 
to carry out such a measure as that in- 
dicated by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aber deen, it would | 
involve at least another week’s contro 
versial discussion. Then they were told 
that they were neglecting the intentions 
of the pious founder when they used 
his benefaction in aid of the rates of the 


parish he intended to benefit. No one} 
in the House was more bound to 
have regard for the memory of 


pious founders than he was, and after | 


hon. and, . 2 : 
wished to remind the Committee that 


what had fallen from his 
gallant friend his regard was greater 
than ever before. They were not depart- 
ing from the intention of the founders ; 
the money would be spent on education 
in the particular area the educational 
advantage of which the founder intended 


to promote, and would be spent strictly | 


in accord with the intentions of the 
founder as far as they could be followed. 
As to whether the endowments were 


originally of a denominational character | 
or not, that was really a question as to the | 
terms of the trust ; and the intentions of | 
the founder would be determined by an) 


inquiry into the terms of the trust, 
and from information from other 
sources. When they were told that 
the managers would be relieved of 
all liability, that statement seemed to) 
proceed from the assumption that the | 
endowments were large, and that grasp- | 
ing managers would reserve the whole | 
of them. 
endowments were usually small, and the | 
object of the Clause was to ensure | 
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which they were intended. If they 
were intended for purposes with 


'which the educational authority had 


to deal, then the endowment would 
go to that authority, and where the 
endowment was expressly or impliedly 
for purposes with which the managers 
had to deal then it would go to the 
managers. He suggested that the 
Committee should come to a decision 
on the Second Reading of the Clause, and 
take a closer discussion on the con- 
troversial sub-Section. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS asked if in the 
event of an endowment of £50 being 
found to have been given for general 
support of a school and the repairs cost 
£20, the managers would be required 
to hand over £30 to the education 
authority ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 


when Clause 13 was under discussion the 
Government rejected the proposal for an 
audit on the ground that, except for 
repairs, the managers would have no 
money except money given to them by 
the County Council. It was evident the 
present Clause was not then in mind, 
and, seeing that the managers were to 
retain possession of other funds, would 
the audit Clause be reintroduced ? 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, S.) said that the Amendment he 
moved to Clause 13 was on the ground 
that the managers would have no money 


_ for which they need render an account to 
| the local education authority. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
was not referring tothe hon. Member; but 


As a matter of fact the, if the hon. Member would refer to the 


report of the discussion he would find 
he was not correct, even as to the 


endowments going to the purposes for | reason he had given for moving his own 
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Amendment. The reason alieged on 
all sides was that the accounts of the 
managers would be the accounts of 
agents, with the sole exception of the 


money required for repairs. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON : And 


religious instruction ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
would invite the hon. Gentleman to read 
the report of his own speech. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBESTSON said he 
distinctly mentioned religious instruc- 


tion. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
certain he did not 
remember it. The reason the audit 
was withdrawn was that the managers 
would not have a single farthing except 
money for repairs, for which they would 
not have to account to the County 
Council. He was quite sure that the 
Clause before the 
after- thought, and that it was not in 
the mind of the Government when the 
provision relating to audit was being 
discussed. It now appeared that the 
managers would have money for which 
they would not be responsible to the 
County Council ; and he would ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education, as 
the managers would now retain possession 
of funds for which they would not have 
to account to the County Council, would 
he be prepared to re-introduce the 


was absolutely 


Committee was an 
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provision as to audit which had been | 


deleted under a misapprehension. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, 


staple) said he wished to ask the 
Mr. Edmund Robertson, 





happen to non-sectarian endowments 
which had been allocated to elementary 
education under schemes of the Charity 
Commissioners. The managers of denomi- 
national schools would obtain money from 
two sources ; the principal source would 
be the State, but the denomination 
would also find a certain amount for 
repairs. In return, the denomination 
would have the use of the school on 
Sunday, and three evenings a week, and 


also the denominational atmosphere 


| All these purposes were strictly denomi- 


national and sectarian, and he therefore 
wished to know what would happen to 
non-sectarian endowments which had 


been allocated under schemes of the 


Charity Commissioners for elementary 


education. There were many such cases 


before the year 1870, and he wished to 


know whether or not such trusts were 
now to be applied to sectarian objects. 
If so, it was certain that they would not 
be acting according to the wishes of the 
donors, but simply on the authority of 
the Charity Commissioners. It was 
perfectly true that the Charity Commis- 
sioners could give a legal title, but it was 
certain they could not give a moral title ; 
and to his mind it was absolutely essential 
that the claims of a religious denomina- 
tion to property should be based on a 
moral title. He did not think that a 
religious denomination should base its 
title on a scheme of the Charity Com- 
missioners; yet, if he read the Clause 
aright, non-sectarian endowments would 
be applied to denominational purposes. 
He did not think that was right from 


the moral point of view, and he hoped 
' the Committee would be informed as to 


Barn- | 


the intentions of the Government in 
regard to such endowments. 
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©*Sm WILLIAM ANSON said} *Sm WILLIAM ANSON said that if it 
that under the terms of the Clause,| was given for the general support of 
where the purposes of the trust were | the school, that would put it into the 
such as the local authority should meet, | managers discretion as to what would 
the money wouldgo tothelocal authority ;| best conduce to the general support of the 
where they were purposes within the school. If they thought that a building 
discretion of the managers, the moneys | fund would be in the general interests of 
would be retained by the managers. | the school they could apply it to that. 
The whole object of the Clause was to| What had been said about audit rested 
deal with the trust moneys in accord-|on a misconception. The managers 
ance with the trust deed. | would have no money from the local 

| authority which would not be strictly 


Me. SOARES asked whether the | audited. The money they received as 


Charity Commissioners would definitely | trustees they would be responsible for as 
é | trustees, and that would not come under 
allocate the proportions. 


Local Government Board audit. Every 
| penny dealt with by the local education 





‘Sik WILLIAM ANSON said that where 
the endowment was general, and the 
managers had the discretion, they would | 
exercise that discretion. Where the | 
endowment was educational the Clause | Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
would regulate the procedure, In the 
case referred to by the hon. Member 


‘authority directly or through the 


| managers would be audited. 


that Clause 13, sub-Section 2, was never 


’ 


for Mid Glamorganshire the managers intended to apply to the receipts men- 


would not be bound to hand the money tioned in the Clause before the Com- 
over to the local authority, but they mittee. 
would be bound to retainit for the pur- | 


poses of the trust. | (11.38,) Question puts 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he spoke | 7 
of money given for the general support | The Committee divided :—Ayes, 182 ; 
of the school. Noes, 75. (Division List No. 541.) 


AYES. 
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Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon | Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) Valentia, _ 

Flannery, Sir Fortescue | Moon, Edward Robert Pacy Walker, Col. William Hall 
Forster, Henry William More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,§$.W | MorganDavidJ(Walthamstow | Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Galloway, William Johnson Morrell, George Herbert Welby,Lt-ColA.C. E.(Taunton 
Garfit, William Muntz, Sir Philip A. | Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) | Murray,RtlmA.Graham(Bute | Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick | Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts | Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Gorst, Rt. Hn, Sir John Eldon | Nicholson, William Graham | Wilson, John (Gtasgow) 


Goulding, Edward Alfred | Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N. 


Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds | Platt-Higgins, Frederick Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Percy, Earl | Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Plummer, Walter R. | Wylie, Alexander 


Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 


Grenfell, William Henry | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp | Wyndham, Rt. Hen. George 
Gretton, John | Pretyman, Ernest George | Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x | Purvis, Robert 
Hanbury,kt. Hon. Robert Wm. | Pym, C. Guy TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Hare, Thomas Leigh Randles, John S. Sir Alexander Acland- 
Harris, Frederick Leverton Rankin, Sir James Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George | Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | 


NOES. 


Allen,Charles P.(Glouc. Stroud ; Cawley, Frederick Fuller, J. M. F. 


Ashton, Thomas Gair Channing, Francis Allston Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbert John 
Barran, Rowland Hirst Craig, Robert Hunter | Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Cremer, William Randal Griffith, Ellis J. 

Bell, Richard Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Harmsworth, R. Leicesterg “> 
Brigg, John Duncan, J. Hastings Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Broadhurst, Henry Edwards, Frank | Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidstone | Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | Holland, Sir William Henry 
Caldwell, James Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund | Horniman, Frederick John} 





| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Causton, Richard Knight 








Cl 





ast 
id) 
et) 
M. 


er 


iv 


th) 


On 


1 
et) 


N. 
ks. 
rt- 


ie 


ints 
nd- 
er. 


yhn 


le: 
D. 


1221 Educacion 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moss, Samuel 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reckitt, Harold James 
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Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, Jobn i. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C.R. (Northants 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
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Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES.— 
Mr. Samuel Evans and 
Mr. Mansfield. 





Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he proposed to 
omit the first words of the section, as 
follows :— 

“ Nothing in this section shall affect any endow. 
ment or the discretion of any trustees in re- 
spect thereof. Provided that.” 

He wished to know what was the object 
of the words. There was no particular 
reason for starting a Section, which was 
originally only an Amendment to a 
Clause, but had now blossomed out into 
a new Clause, with a preamble making 
a genera! declaration. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 1, to leave out the words ‘(1) 
Nothing in this section shall affect any endow- 
ment, or the discretion of any trustees in 
respect thereof. Provided 
Edmund Fitzmaurice.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


*Sim WILLIAM ANSON said he hoped | 


he had made it clear that the object of the 


Government was to interfere as little as | 


possible with endowments. It appeared 
to them most important that the Clause 
should state at the outset {that endow- 


ments, or the discretion of the trustees in 


that.’ ”’—(Lord | 


respect thereof, were not to be affected 
except as expressly provided. He thought 
these words were really esential. 


Mr. M‘KENNA asked 


anything in the Bill giving the local 


if there was 


education authority power to examine 
trust deeds. 
struck out, it was quite possible that the 
local education authority would not 
know anything about the amount of the 
trust funds. 


Unless the words were 


Mr. WHITLEY said the words were 
very objectionable, as they would throw 
ali the bias in favour of the trustees and 
against the local authority. Ifthe words 
were retained they would give the 


trustees the whip hand, and would put 
the county authority out of Court. The 
position had been explained to the Com- 
‘mittee by the Secretary to the Board of 
Education, who said that if there was a 
| trust for the general purpose of educat- 


‘ing the children of the poor in a par- 
| ticular parish, the trustees would have 
first call on ‘it, and would state the 
amount they considered they required, 
not only for the actual repairs of the 
fabric, but also for the maintenance of a 
| building fund for the future. There 
should be a full inquiry, and the Board 
|of Education or some other authority 





1223 Adjournment of 
should decide as between the trustees, | 
and the local education authority. If 
the words were retained the local. 
authority would have its hands tied ; the | 
trustees would have first call on the 
funds; and only the balance would be 
handed over to the local education 


authority. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said he 
hoped the Committee would not agree to 
omit the words, as they were absolutely 
necessary for theallocation of the endow- 
ment. Unless the words were inserted, 
the matter would be left vague. 


Mr. M’KENNA asked who would 
interpret the trust deed in the first 


instance. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said, of 
course, the trustees would ; but as the hon. 
Gentleman knew, any interested persons 
could move for an inquiry into the circum- 
stances of any charitable fund. If infor- 
mation were conveyed to the Charity 
Commissioners by responsible persons, an 
inquiry was immediately set on foot; 
and if the local authority had reason to 
believe that the managers in any par- 
ticular case were taking the whole of a 
trust fund, when a part of it und8ubtedly 
ought to be given to the local authority, 
they could go to the Board of Education 
and ask for aninquiry ; and the Board 
of Education would at once put the 
matter into the hands of its law officers. 
He could not understand how the Clause 
would read if the words were omitted. 


Mr. BRYCE said it was difficult to 
know what the relations between the 
local authority and the trustees were to | 
be. It was quite clear that the local 

Mr, Whitley. 
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the House. 


authority ought to have knowledge of 
what the trusts were, and how they wera 
managed ; and to enable them to do that, 
they ought to be able to inspect th 

trust deeds and call for any information 
from the trustees. He wished to know 
whether there was any such provision in 
the Bill. He confessed he could not find 
it. The words to which his noble friend 
objected seemed to imply that the func- 
tions given to the local authority by the 
Bill would not in any way cover endow- 
ments or jurisdiction over endowments, 
which were reserved in the fullest way 
to the local trustees, subject only to the 
jurisdiction of the Board of Education 
That was not right. He did not think 
that anyone would deny that the local 
authority ought to have a Jocus standi in 
the matter as against the trustees, If 
the hon. Gentleman representing the 
Charity Commissioners would inform 
the Committee that the local authority 
would have that power, he would be 
satisfied; but, as at present advised, 
it seemed to him that the local educa- 
tion authority would have no locus 


standi, 


It being Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again Tomorrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th October 
last, adjourned the House without Ques- 


tion put. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 


| 


| 
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provisions of the Penal Servitude Acts» 


Petitions. 


| 1853-1891, to which are annexed con- 


Tuesday, 18th November, 1902. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


COMMISSION. | 

The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent :— 

Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1). 

Water Provisional Order. 

Lanarkshire (Middle Ward District) 
Water Order Confirmation. 

Dunbarton Corporation 
Powers) Order Confirmation. | 

Wick Burgh Extension Order Con- | 
firmation. | 

Richmond Hill (Preservation of View). 

South-Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways. 

Baker Street and Waterloo Railway. 

Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamp- 
stead Railway. 

Edgware and Hampstead Railway. 

North-West London Railway. | 

Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Rail- 
way (New Lines, «c.). 

Bexhill and Rotherfield 


(Abandonment). 


(Further | 


Railway 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2914. Japan (Kobe). 


SAMOA No. 1 (1902). 

Decision given by His Majesty Oscar II., 
King of Sweden and Norway, as arbitrator 
under the Convention signed at Washing- 
ton the 7th of November, 1899, between 
the German Empire, the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland, and the 
United States of America, relating to 
the statement of certain claims on 
account of military operations conducted 
in Samoa in the year 1899; given at 
Stockholm, 14th October, 1902. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853-1891. 
Licence to be at large granted by His 
Majesty to Henry Goodwin under the 


VOL. CXIV. [FourTH SERIES. } 


ditions other than those contained in 


| Schedule “A.” of the Penal Servitude 


Act, 1864; laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 


| the Table. 


House adjourned at Four o’clock, 
to Thursday next, half-past 
Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 18th November, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
COMMISSION. 
Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners. 


The House went ; and, being returned— 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent 
to a number of Bills [see page 1225). 
PETITIONS. 
CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 
Petitions for abolition of restrictions : 
from Coatbridge ; Burnbank; Graham- 
ston ; and Shettleston ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions against: from Maulden; 
Hamilton ; Sheffield; and Suffolk; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions for alteration: From Burn- 
bank; Shettleston; Coatbridge; and 
Grahamston ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petition from Anfield, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) BILL, 


Petition from Sleat, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


2U 
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PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION IN 
TRADE. 


Questions. 


Petitions for legislation: from Coat- 
bridge; Burnbank; Grahamston; and 
Shettleston ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CON- 
DITIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented of licence granted to 
Henry Goodwin, a convict, permitting 
him to be at large, to which are annexed 
conditions other than those contained in 
Schedule A of The Penal Servitude Act, 

1864 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 





UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889 
(ORDINANCE). 


{COMMONS} 
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| being altered where the number of com- 
| petitors in a particular case is smaller 
_or larger than the average. 

Navy—Cost of Training Seamen. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness- 
|shire): To ask the Secretary to the 
| Admiralty if he can state the cost per 
head for trained seamen, from the time 
they join till they have passed through 
the gunnery and torpedo schools and are 
regarded as efficient. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) 1 
shall be happy to give this information, 
but it will take a few days to obtain it. 
I should be glad, therefore, ‘f the hon. 
Member will repeat his Question next 
week. 


Copy presented of University Court | 


Ordinance No. VI. (Glasgow No. 2) 
(Regulations for Degrees in Science in 
Public Health) [by on to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 375.] 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Civil Service Examinations—Entrance 

ees. 

Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembroke): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
is aware that there is only one Admiralty 
junior appointment vacant, for which the 
Civil Service Commissioners areadvertising 
an eight days examination on 25th 
November, to be held simultaneously in 
London, Dublin, and Edinburgh, at a fee 
of £6; and will he state what number of 
candidates have entered for the examina- 
tion; and whether he will consider the 
desirability, when the number of vacancies 
is small, of reducing the entrance fee. 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) Thirty- 
three candidates have entered for the 
competition for the one junior appoint- 
ment advertised in the Supply and 
Accounting Departments of the Admiralty. 
Fees payable by candidates are fixed with 
reference to the salary of the post com- 
peted for, and to the prospects of promo- 
tion from it. The office referred to in the 
Question is of a value to justify the 
highest fee—£6. 
ceived does not meet more than half the 
expenses of the Examining Department. 
I cannot hold out any prospect of the fees 


The amount of fees re- | 


H.M.S. ‘‘ Terrible ”— Christmas Leave. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether, in 
| view of the fact that the leave of the 
men of the “Terrible” will expire just 
before the beginning of the Christmas 
leave, the Lords of the Admiralty can 
see their way to allow the men to com- 
bine the two periods of leave so as to 
| return after Christmas. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) The 
Christmas leave at the ports has to he 
arranged in connection with the general 
duties of each port, and with regard to 
the personnel as a whole. The Admiralty 
do not consider it desirable to instruct 
the Commander-in-Chief to except from 
these considerations the men of any 
individual ship. 


Education Bill—Agricultural Grant. 

Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, E.R.. 
Buckrose): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether, under the 
Education Bill, County Councils will 
have to pay or credit each parish within 
a School Board district the proportion of 
grant now payable to School Boards 
under the Agricultural Rates Acts, 1896 
and 1901, in aid of repayments of loans 
and interest. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) This 
question was dealt with in the debate 
in the House of Commons on the 17th 
| instant. 
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Appointment of School Managers. | Education Committees — Delegation of 
Work to Local Committees. 


Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, | Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (E 
Mr. 3 ssex, 


Spalding): To ask the Secretary to the | 
Board of Education, in cases where there | Saffron Walden): To ask Mr. Attorney 
are no foundation managers of non- | General whether, under the Education 
provided schools, or where the school (England and Wales) Bill, an education 
buildings are the private property of | Committee will have the power to 
individuals, on what principle is it pro- | delegate, or transfer subject to con- 
posed that the managers of the school | firmation, the whole or part of its 
shall be appointed; in cases where the Work to local committees ; and whether 
present number of managers of a non-|!¢ Is necessary that all or any of the 
provided school is, under the trust deeds | persons appointed to serve on a local 
of the school, either more or less than | Committee shall be members of the 
the number required by the Act, how | education committee. 


will the number be increased or dimin- ; abl cli, ee 
has the ave ay bmw an to oan | Angee Si ot inlay). Th 
ber required by the Act. Hee Eper ; a that it ts proposed 
the Sameer ee : to deal with this point é 3 
aes point in paragraph 6 
(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The | of the first division of the First Schedule, 
process by which foundation managers | oy page 33 of this day’s White Paper. 
are to be appointed under the circum- 
stances set forth in the Question is Position of Cann Hall District. 
clearly stated in the new Clause, the Mr, LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
insertion of which will be moved by the ford): To ask the President of the Local 
First Lord of the Treasury on the 19th Government Board under which author- 
instant. ity the district of Cann Hall will come, 


Responsibility for School Buildings. under the provisions of the Education 

Mr. MANSFIELD To ask the Bill, seeing that Cann Hall has its own 
Secretary to the Board of Education yee 4 oe 1s Incorporated with 
whether he will explain what is meant my ~ “i pores et se ys and allied 
by the words keep the school house in Schoal Bo ae anstead under the 
good repair, and make such alterations nati eas 


and improvements in the buildings as (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Cann 





may be reasonably required, in Clause 
8, sub-Section (d), of the Education Bill 
now before Parliament ; does good repair | 
include the making good of the ordinary 
wear and tear of the buildings ; does 
this term cover the whole of the school | 
premises, i.c., the playground, outbuild- | 
ings, and offices; are the managers to 
be responsible for the enlargement of 
the buildings required by the growth | 
of the school; and will he draw up| 
and insert in the Schedule a model | 
form of agreement to be made between 
the trustees of a non-provided school | 
and the education authority, giving the 
exact terms of what may be required 


Hall appears to be a parish in the Leyton 
Urban District. That district has a 
population which, according to the last 
census, exceeds 20,000. Under the 
Bill the Urban District Council will be 
the local education authority throughout 
the district for the purposes of elementary 
education, and the Essex County Council 
for the purposes of higher education. 


Arrest of Mr. Lynch, M.P. 

Mr. JOHNSTONE (Sussex, Hor- 
sham): To ask Mr. Attorney General 
whether he will state when the 
hon. Member for Galway city was 
arrested in England; if his arrest was 


from them. |consequent on a communication from 

(Answered by Sir William Anson.) I | the hon. Member himself, and how many 
must decline to answer questions which times he has been brought before a 
relate to the interpretation of details of | magistrate and remanded for want of 
a Bill which is still under discussion | necessary evidence; when was the hon. 





in the House of Commons. I do not | 
propose to insert in the Schedule such 
a form of agreement as the hon. Member 


proposes. 





Member last remanded, and for how 
long; and can he state when the Crown 
expect to be able to resume the case 
against the hon. Member. 


2U2 
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(Answered by Sir Robert Finlay.) The | Act of 1896 will be applied for the pur- 


arrest took place on the 11th June, 1902. 
I understand that he had written a letter, | 
which appeared in the public Press on the 


6th day of June, 1902, to say he was com- | 


ing to England, but the information had 


been prepared some months before his | 


arrival. There were nine remands, four 
of them being in consequence of the fact 
that some of the witnesses had returned 
to South Africa, in consequence of his 


had to be brought back. The evidence 


| poses for which advances may be made 
under the former Act. 


State Purchase'of Irish Railways, 
Mr. O’DOHERTY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


'Treland whether he is aware that, during 


was completed, and the committal for | 


trial was made on the Ist August. 
Notice to summon a grand jury, whi: h 
is a necessary step in this case, has been 
given, and there will be no avoidable 
delay in proceeding to trial. 


Treatment of Jews in Roumania. 
Masor EVANS-GORDON (Tower 


Hamlets, Stepney): To ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he can state when the recent 
correspondence upon the treatment of 
the Jews in Roumania will be laid upon 
the Table. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) 1 
hope my hon. friend will not find my 
answer very disappointing, but I can 
only refer him to that given to him by 
my right hon. friend at the head of the 
Government on the 20th October. No 
useful purpose would be served by pre- 
senting correspondence in the present 
stage of the question. 


Ireland—Railway Loans—Carndonagh- 
Calduff Railway. 
Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland how much of the 
£500,000 voted by Parliament under the 
Railways (Ireland). Act, 1896, has been 
unallocated ; and whether, out of the 
unallocated balance, with a view to the 
development of the North Donegal 
fisheries, he will consider the advisability 
of giving a grant in aid of an extension 
of the Carndonagh Railway to Calduff. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
entire sum mentioned has been hypothe- 
cated. By Section 9 of the Marine Works 
Act, 1902, any sums liberated under the | 





+ See preceding Volume, page 219. 


the Chief Secretaryship of the First Lord 
of the Treasury, inquiries took place with 


not returning to England earlier, and reference to the State purchase of Irish 


railways; that, with a view of carrying 
out such ascheme, Mr. Thomas Robertson 
was appointed chairman of the Irish Board 
of Works, and reported favourably there- 
on; whether he will lay upon the Table 
of the House a Copy of the Report and 
other communications relating thereto ; 
and whether he will consider the advisa- 


_ bility of recommending the appointment 
of a Royal Commission to inquire into the 


matter. 


(Answered hy Mr. Wyndham.) No, Sir. 
I am not aware that such inquiries were 
instituted. The First Lord in April, 1897, 
in reply to a Question of the honourable 
Member for West Waterford, stated that 
he knew of no reason for departing from 
the conclusions of the Royal Commissions 
appointed in 1865 and 1886. They were 
adverse to the policy of State purchase. 
I am not prepared to recommend the 
appointment of a third Royal Com 
mission. 


Cavalry and Infantry Officers’ Entrance 
minations. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War, in view of the 
recent changes whereby officers are now 
provided with furnished quarters and 
supptied with chargers if in the mounted 
branches of the service, if he will consider 
the advisability of again placing the 
entrance examinations for cavalry and for 
infantry on an equal footing both as 
regards age and requirements, and of 
allowing the choice of the two services to 
candidates, in accordance with the number 
of marks they obtain, as is done in the 
Woolwich examinations for Engineers 


.and Artillery. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The suggestions of the hon. Member will be 
eonsidered, but until the new system has 
been tested I am not prepared to advise 
any change. 








Cn: a an, a ee a ee a ee 





ur- 
ade 


hief 

of 
ing 
ord 
ith 
‘ish 
ing 
son 
ard 
ere- 
ble 
and 
tO 5 


ent 
the 


Sir. 
ere 
97, 
ible 
hat 


ons 
ere 
Ase. 
the 
om 


the 
the 
10W 
und 
ted 
der 
the 
for 

as 

of 
3 to 
ber 
the 
ers 


ck.) 
lb 

has 
‘ise 








1233 Questions. 
Army Promotions—Length of Service. 


Sirk ROBERT PENROSE-FITZ- 


aware that the length of service after which 
Majors and Captains are being promoted 
respectively to the ranks of Lieutenant- 
Colonel and Major is greater in the case 
of officers of the Royal Garrison Artillery 
than in that of the Royal Horse and Field 
Artillery, and of officers generally 
throughout the Service ; and whether it 


is proposed to make any provision in the | 


Army Estimates of 1903-4 for redressing 
the alleged grievance. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 


The periods of service in each rank have 
been affected in some branches by the war. 
I am proposing, by a_ reduction in 
the rate of absorption of the super- 
numerary majors, to remove the alleged 
grievance. 
(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Island of Lewis—Social Condition. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate if he 
will state why the Special Report on the 
social condition of the Island of Lewis 
by the Crofters Commission has not 
been circulated to Members, although it 
was laid upon the Table of the House 
four weeks ago. 


THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A 
GraHAM Murray, Buteshire): The 
Special Report to which the hon. Mem- 
ber refers will be circulated this week. 
The Report was laid upon the Table on 
22nd October. 

Mr. WEIR: It is not to be found 
in the Library. 


Aird School Playground, Stornoway. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the School Board 
for the parish of Stornoway have been 
communicated with as to the desirability 
of providing some kind of shelter in the 
playground of Aird School as a protec- 


tion during severe weather for the) 


children who attend the school ; and, 


seeing that His Majesty’s Inspector has 


recommended shelters for Highland 
schools, will the Education Department 
take some action in the matter. 
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Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: 


I can 


| add little to the answer which I gave to 
GERALD (Cambridge): To ask the | 
Secretary of State for War whether he is | 


the hon. Member on 3rd November.+ 
His Majesty’s Inspector is quite alive 


_to the matter in question, and he will 
| consider it with the School Board. But 


he believes that the advantages of such 


sheds may not be commensurate with 


the cost, and that in some cases it is 
better to give access to the schoolrooms 
in case of boisterous weather during 
playhours. 


Island of Lewis—Local Government 
Inspection. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, in view of the fact that Mr. 
Millar, the Local Government Board’s 
Inspecting Ofticer under the Public 
Health Act, spent four days in the 
Island of Lewis in the month of May 
last, will the Secretary for Scotland 
state what townships in the parishes of 
Barvas, Lochs, and Uig 
were visited by this officer; has he 
made any report on the sanitary con- 
dition of those parishes; and, if not, 
will he be required to state why the 
conditions of The Public Health (Scot- 
land) Act, 1897, are not enforced. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Mr. 
Millar’s visit to the Lewis was primarily 
for Poor Law purposes. He, however, 


‘also made a report on sanitary matters 


which may be of assistance to the Board. 


Mr. WEIR: What townships did he 


visit 4 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
not aware. 


Mr. WEIR: He did not visit one. 


Mid-Week United States Mails. 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the Post- 
master General whether his attention 
has ‘been drawn to the fact that the 
accelerated mail train service in con- 
nection with the mid-week United States 
mails via Queenstown, by means of which 
it was: possible to deliver mails in New 
York some four hours earlier than 
previously, has been discontinued ; and 
whether he will consider the advisability 





+ See preceding volume, page 1381. 
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of continuing the accelerated service for 
the purpose of securing early delivery 
of correspondence, even though its ex- 
pense has to be borne by the Post Office. 


THE POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (Worcestershire, 
E.): The service to which the hon. 
Member refers has been discontinued ; 
but he is mistaken in supposing that it 
was an accelerated service. The time 
gained in delivery on the other side was 
lost by the public posting the corre 
spondence here. The arrangement had, 
therefore, no postal advantage; and 
when it was made in deference to the 
wishes of the White Star Company it 
was conceded somewhat. reluctantly, as 
it cut short the time for posting letters 
for the United States in this Country 
on Wednesdays by some hours of a 
business day. Now that the company 
no longer requires the continuance of 
the arrangement, those hours have been 
recovered, while the mid-week course of 
post to New York is no longer than it 
was before. 


Stornoway Mail Service. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Post- 
master General whether his attention 
has been directed to the age of Messrs. 
Macbrayne’s mail steamers “ Glencoe” 
and “Gael,” running between Kyle and 
Stornoway; does he propose to take 
steps to require Messrs. Macbrayne to 
carry His Majesty’s mails in steamers 
of modern type; and will penalties be 


enforced against the firm when their | 


mail steamers fail to keep time. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
““Glencoe”’ is not employed on the 
mail service to Stornoway. The hon. 
Member probably refers to the “ Glen- 
dale ” which has recently been perform- 
ing the service. I understand that the 
** Glendale,” was built in 1875, and the 
“Gael” in 1867, and that the latter 


steamer was fitted with new engines | 
Both of these | 


and boilers in 1892. 
steamers fulfil the requirements of the 
mail contract; and in view of the 
heavy loss already incurred in connec- 
tion with this service, I cannot promise 
to take any steps in the direction in- 
dicated. I have given directions that 
in cases where time is lost without any 
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satisfactory explanation, the question 
of imposing a penalty shall always be 
considered. 


St. John’s Church Day Schools, Sutton- 
on-Plym, 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether his attention has 
been directed to the case of Alice Emily 
Keates, attending the day schools of St. 
John’s Church, Sutton-on-Plym, Ply- 
mouth, who declares that she was re- 
quired by the schoolmistress to bow and 
make the sign of the Cross on passing an 
image of the Virgin Mary in the church, 
to which the school was taken twice a 
week and on Saints’ days, and was caned 
by the mistress for her objection to do 
so, until her removal from the school by 
her father in February last ; and whether 
he will investigate the matter, and state 
what steps he proposes to take to prevent 
the repetition of such proceedings. 


THE SECRETARY or tHe BOARD 
OF EDUCATION (Sir WILLIAM ANSON, 
Oxford University): This informa- 
tion relates to a period which ended 
nine months ago; and no complaint 
has been made to the Board of Edu- 
cation. The statutory declarations of 
the girl and her father, sent to me 
privately by the honourable Member 
are being communicated to _ the 
managers. 


Plymtree Schoolroom. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Education whether 
heis awarethat the Rector of Plymtree, 
Devon, refused on the 5th November, to 
the Liberal candidate for the Tiverton 
Division, the use of the schoolroom for a 
political meeting, alleging an attack on 
| Christian teaching in schools; and will 
he withhold the public grants from 
'schools the use of which is refused for 
_ such public purposes. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: I have no 
information on the _ subject. The 
/mmanagers are under no legal obligation 

to grant the use of the schoolroom to 
the candidate for the purpose of a political 
meeting. Their refusal would be no 
ground for the withdrawal of the Parlia- 
| mentary grant. 
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Mr. LAMBERT: Will the Hon. for dictionary arrangement has already 
Baronet inquire into the circumstances | commenced. It is impossible to fix, even 
and see if the facts stated in the Question | approximately, the date when the diction- 
are correct ? ary will be issued. The reply to the 

concluding inquiry is in the negative. 

Str WILLIAM ANSON: No, Sir. | 
The Board of Education has no authority) Mr. TULLY: Why will not the right 


in this matter. hon. Gentleman hand over this task of 
‘compiling the Irish dictionary to a more 
Irish-Speaking Magistrates and Post energetic body ? 
Office Officials. | 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to! (No answer was returned.) 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view of Michael Muldowney. 
the large Irish-speaking population in the Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
counties of Galway, Mayo, Waterford, Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Kerry, Clare, Donegal, Cork, and Sligo, | Ireland whether he can state when it is 
he will recommend that in the appoint-| proposed to release Michael Muldowney, 
ment of magistrates and post office and who was convicted of complicity in the 
other officials in these Irish-speaking Craughwell tragedy eighteen years ago in 
districts a knowledge of the Irish lan- | Sligo. 
guage will be insisted on as a necessary | 
condition. | Mr. WYNDHAM: The Lord Lieu- 
tenant, in whom is vested the exercise of 
THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- the prerogative of mercy, desires me to 
LAND (Mr. WyNDHAM, Dover): Applica- | say that the case of this convict will be 
tions and recommendations for the Com- | specially considered by him on the 23rd 
mission of the Peace are made to the | January next. 
respective lieutenants of counties. In | 
Irish-speaking districts, interpreters are| Business of the House—Indian Budget 
employed at assizes, quarter sessions, or | ebate. 
petty sessions courts. Questions relating) Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
to post office appointments should be Lord of the Treasury if he is now able 
addressed to my right hon. friend the | to state when an opportunity will be 
Postmaster General. given to resume the debate on the 
Indian Budget. 
Grant for Publication of Irish MSS. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief, THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of LORD or Tue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Ireland if he will state the amount of BALFour, Manchester, E.): I hope to 
the yearly grant paid to the Royal Irish take the Indian Budget on Friday next. 
Academy for the copying of Irish manu- I cannot promise that the whole of the 
scripts and the production of an Irish day shall be devoted to the Indian 
dictionary ; whether he can give the Budget, as I may have to ask the House 
approximate date when an Irish diction- to proceed with the Osborne Estate Bill, 
ary will be issued by this body ; and, if but the Indian Budget will be the first 
not, will he consider the advisability of | Order. 
transferring the grant to the Irish Texts 
Society. ' Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : Will any 
other business be taken on Friday ? 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No portion of the | 
grant in aid is ear-marked for either of Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No; nothing 
the objects mentioned. But in each year ge. 


4 sum of more than £300, on an average, | 


is expended on the publication of Irish Qpina Squadron—Supply of New Zealand 
Texts, the occasional purchase of Irish Coal. ’ 

MSS., and the collection and arrangement Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
of material for the production of an Irish Tydvil): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
dictionary. The collection of material is the Admiralty whether the New Zealand 
now nearly completed and its preparation coal supplied to the China Squadron 
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emits such volumes of smoke as to make 
signalling difficult, and often betrays the 
position of the ship using it long before 
her masts appear in sight. 


Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): It is known that New Zealand 
coals emit more smoke than Welsh coal 
of good quality. The Commander-in- 
Chief has recently reported that the 
steaming qualities of the coal are excellent, 
and since the stokers have become 
accustomed to its use the quantity of 
smoke emitted is less than it was. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty if his 
attention has been drawn to a memor- 
andum recently issued to senior officers 
on the China Station in reference to the 
friable nature of Westport coal, and the 
large proportion of small coal it contains, 
and desiring that its value should be 
made known generally in order to 
anticipate complaints which may be 
made by officers unacquainted with this 
coal ; and will he say if it is the practice 
of the Admiralty to anticipate com plaints 
of stores supplied to the Navy. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: It was recently 
pointed out to the Commander-in-Chiet , 
on the China Station that cargoes of | 
Westport coal were, for various reasons, 
likely to comprise a larger proportion of 
small coal than is the case with Welsh 
coal, though the steaming qualities of 
the former had been found from experi- 
ence not to be affected seriously there- 
by, and he was directed to inform com- 
manding officers of H.M. Ships to this | 
effect. It is probably to some memor- 
andum issued by the Commander-in-Chief 
in pursuance of those directions that the 
hon. Member refers. The reply to the 
second part of the Question is in the | 
negative. 


War Office Clothing Contracts. 

Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire,Prest wich) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether there is any 
provision in the tenders for clothing 
given out by the War Office that the 
work is to be carried out in factories ; 
and, if so, if he will state whether a) 
contract has been given out for 20,000 | 
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garments toa contractor who has no 
factory, and is carrying it out by means 
of outworkers. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY ‘10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STAntey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): In reply to 
the first part of the Question, there is a 
stringent clause to this effect in the 
clothing contracts. In reply to the 
second part, no such contract has been 
made. 


Commissions for Militia Officers. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, in view of the fact that 
Militia officers who resigned and enlisted 
to get to South Africa lost the chance of 
obtaining commissions in the line with- 
out examination, as was done by their 
comrades who remained at home, he 
will consider the advisability of candi 
dates both with and without service 
marks competing in the same category, 
service marks being given  accord- 
ing to length and character of service, 
and of removing the restrictions as to 
the counting of service marks from 
March last only, also of not limiting the 
time for the counting of such marks to 
March next. 


Lorp STANLEY: The effect of the 
hon. Member’s proposals would be to 
give the candidates claiming service 
marks an unfair advantage over the 
other competitors, and his suggestion to 
give service marks according to character 
of service is impracticable. I am not 
therefore prepared to make the altera- 
tions suggested. All candidates who 
have been in South Africa will have had 
nearly twelve months in which to pre- 
pare themselves before the examination 
in September, 1903. 


Army Canteens. 
Mr. TULLY : I beg toask the Secretary 


| of State for War, whether it is intended to 


continue the present tenant system of 
canteens ; whether it is proposed to intro- 
duce periodic examination by independent 
experts on behalf of the War Office; 
and if, in future, more encouragement 
will be given to local trade in these cases. 


Lorp STANLEY : I am not at present 
ina position to give the hon Member 
any information on this subject. 
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Mr. TULLY: When will the noble 
Lord be in a position ? 


Lorp STANLEY: On the earliest 


possible occasion. 


Uganda Railway Rates. 

» Mr. JOHNSTONE (Sussex, Horsham): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if the rates charged 
for bicycles, cricket and tennis bats, spears 
(tied or packed), and perambulators taken 
by passengers on the Uganda Railway are 
the same (ls. 4d. per ton per mile) as 
those stated in the revised classification 
of 15th November 1901, as applicable to 
goods traffic. 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord CRAN- 
BORNE, Rochester): The articles men- 
tioned when carried by passenger trains 
are charged at passenger-luggage rates 
and not at those applicable to goods 
trafiic. 


Income Tax Returns. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
Whether it has been brought to his 
notice that the Inland Revenue officers 
of the city have asked employers 
for lists of their employees liable to pay 
Income Tax and for the amount of their 
salaries; and will he say whether this 
course has his sanction. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ruitcnte, Croydon): 
All employers are under a statutory 
obligation to furnish, when asked to do 
so, a list of those of their employees who 
are not entitled to exemption from 
income tax. They are not :sked to 
state the salaries paid, except in the 
case of public companies. Even then 
the information is not pressed for, but, 
unless it be given, it may be necessary 
to have recourse to estimated, and 
possibly incorrect, assessments on the 
employees. 


ictoria. | 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he will, prior to the 
Second Reading of the Osborne Estate | 


Osborne — _Bill—Will of Queen 
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Bill, lay upon the Table of the House’ 


'and print and circulate as a Parlia, 


mentary Paper, an excerpt from the wil 
of Her late Majesty Queen Victoria in so 
far as it relates to that estate. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The will of the 
Sovereign is not open to inspection, and 
so no part of it can be made public. 
The purport of the Clauses relating to 
the Osborne estate is recited in the 
Preambie to the Bill. 


Co-operative Societies and Income Tax. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if co-opera- 
tive societies registered under the 
Friendiy Societies Acts pay taxes on 
dividends and profits. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Societies which com- 
ply with;the conditions of the Friendly 
Societies Acts are exempt from Income 
Tax, provided that they do not assure to 
any individual a sum of more than £200 
or an annuity of more than £30. But 
I understand that a co-operative society 
(that is, one for carrying on an industry, 
trade or business) cannot be registered 
under the Friendly Societies Acts. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Do these societies. 
pay the tax on dividends as well as on 
profits ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: What societies— 
friendly or co-operative 4 


Mr. LAMBERT: Friendly. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Friendly sociewes uv 
not pay income tax at all if they come 
under the description I have given. 

NATIONAL EXPENDITURE. 

Ordered, that a message be sent to the 
Lords to request that their Lordships 
will be pleased to give leave to the Lerd 
Welby to attend to be examined as a 
witness before the Select Committee on 
National LExpenditure.— (Sir James 
Fergusson.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT (1883) 
AMENDMENT (LONDON) (No. 2) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 
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EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 1, to leave out the words: ‘(1) 
Nothing in this Act shall affect any endow- 
ment, or the discretion of any trustees in 
respect thereof: provided that.’”—(Lord 
Edmund Fitzmaurice.) 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Clause.” 


(2.35) Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) 
hoped that since last evening the Govern- 
ment had reconsidered their position, for 
it was evident that the words proposed 
to be left out were surplusage and ought 
to be omitted, or else they were capable 
of conveying a meaning not contemplated 
by the authors of the Clause. In his 
view they were mere surplusage, because 
there was nothing in the Act to affect 
any endowment apart from what was 
incidentally and necessarily connected 
with the operation of the Clause itself. 
If these words remained in the Bill their 
interpretation might be strained to mean 
something very much wider than the 
Government intended. The local educa- 
tion committee might be debarred from 
holding these inquiries, and if that were 
not intended, then certainly the words 
should be struck out. Words of that 
nature would not have been inserted 
without a definite meaning, and natur- 
ally the authority would seek to find one. 
The meaning that would probably be 
assigned to them would be that the local 
authority was debarred from doing 
certain work which was really a con- 
comitant of the work they were called 
upon to perform under this Clause. 


*SIR 
believed that these words were important 
and desirable, and ought to be retained 
in the Clause. In common with all who 
had had an opportunity of observing the 
working of the schools, he attached the 
greatest value to the ancient endowments 


of the country. A Clause of this kind. 
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ought not to be inserted in the Bill with- 
out again placing on the Statute-book the 
opinion of Parliament as to the value of 
these ancient endowments. As he under- 
stood the words, the endowments would 
by then be left over to the Board of 
Education or Charity Commissioners to 
deal with them exactly as they now 
were, and the words proposed to be 
omitted would secure that neither one 
side nor the other was prejudiced. He 
felt the importance of maintaining these 
endowments and adapting them to the 
circumstances of the day, and he sup- 
ported the retention of the words, because 
he believed that they were consistent 
with the great principle of the main- 
tenance of the endowments and their 
adaptation to the circumstances of the 


age. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said it seemed 
to him it would be desirable for the 
Government to substitute the word 
‘power ” for “discretion” in the words 
proposed to be left out. He objected to 
the word “discretion,” because it con- 
ferred on the trustees the power to dis- 
criminate as to what part of the money 
of a general trust should be devoted to 
repairs, and what part to the general 
education in the school. The word 
“power” would reserve to the trustees 
everything they were entitled to have. 


Lorp EDMUNDFITZMAURICE(Wilt- 
shire, Cricklade) said he wished to point 
out to the Committee that it was 
impossible to separate these words from 
the second Clause of the Bill as amended 
by the Government itself. By that 
Clause the duty of co-ordinating all forms 
of education was placed on the local 
education authority, and it appeared to 
him that if these words were left in they 
would limit, and, indeed, take away 
from the local education authorities what- 
ever power to co-ordinate all forms of 
education might have been given them 
under the Clause. The Government 
had always put it forward that their 
great wish was to co-ordinate education, 
and inasmuch as Clause 2 was at present 
in a very lame condition he hoped that 
on Report an opportunity would be 


‘found to strengthen it in that direction. 


The only argument for the words was 
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that they were surplusage and unmean- 
ing, or, as he ventured to describe them 
on the preceding night, pompous pre- 
amble ; and in that case they ought to 
be struck out. If they had any meaning, 
it must be to the injury of Clause 2. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- | 


shire, Mid) complained that the Govern- 
ment had given them no explanation of the 
meaning of the words, and said that in 
his judgment they were very dangerous 
words. It was understood that what- 
ever income the trustees or managers 
had for the purpose of maintaining ele- 
mentary education was to be transferred 
to the local education authority. But 
now it was provided that nothing in the 
Bill was to affect any endowment, or the 
diseretion of any trustee, in spite of the 
fact that in the very next words the 
Clause proceeded to affect the endow- 
ment. If the words were meaningless, 
they ought to be struck out ; if they had 
any meaning, then they could only 
operate in a mischievous direction. 


Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R., Otley) 
said he had had an opportunity of going 
through the list of endowments in the 
West Riding of Yorkshire, and he had 
found that there was a_ considerable 
number of small endowments given 
specially to the schoolmasters and mis- 
tresses of the parish. Would they be 
taken into account in fixing the salary of 
the teacher? If so, it appeared to him 
that the parish would lose the benefit of 
these endowments. If the local authority 
had no power of using these endowments, 
say, for scholarships, and if they were all 
to be thrown into the hotch-pot, the small 
parishes would suffer a great loss. 


*THE SECRETARY or toe BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Sir WiLtiAmM Anson, Ox- 
ford University) said that the salary of 
the schoolmaster or mistress was a matter 
for which provision had to be made by 
the local education authority, and any 
endowment for that purpose would go to 
the local authority, and be credited to 
the parish. The Clause avowedly dealt 
with the income of endowments, and did 
not touch the endowments themselves, 
or interfere with the discretion of the 


trustees. He believed the words proposed 
to be omitted were necessary, and would 
in no way prejudice future recipients of 
the incomes of the endowments. 
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Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said that 
according to the Secretary to the Board 
‘of Education, the schoolmaster, in the 
cases cited by the hon. Member for the 
Otley Division, would be no better, and 
education would be no better, for the 
endowment; but the rates would be 
relieved. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
asked whether it would be in the compe- 
tence of trustees to divert a part of the 
income from the endowment to the up- 
keep of the school buildings, or to lay it 
by to accumulate a building fund. 


*Smr WILLIAM ANSON said that if it 
were in the power of the trustees to deal 
with the money in that way now, it would 
equally be in their power hereafter. Who- 
ever possessed a discretion in the application 
of the money would retain the discretion. 
Where the purposes for which the endow- 
ment was designed were met by the local 
authority, the endowment could be di- 
verted to other purposes. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Then it is in the 
mind of the Government that part of the 
income of an ordinary educational endow- 
ment may be applied in the future to the 
up-keep of the fabric. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: Yes, they 
said so last night. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said that the meaning of the 
Clause was at lastclear. Although he had 
read it repeatedly without getting an 
idea of its real meaning, he did at last 
get some glimmering, because the hon. 
Member for Tunbridge supported: it, and 
thereby showed that it must have some 
thing to do with religious or sectarian 
educational endowments. The _ local 
authority, with the rates behind it, 
would always provide adequately for 
elementary education, and, therefore, the 
question was whether the endowment 
‘could be set free for the relief of rates, 

by being diverted to the maintenance of 
the fabric and the Sunday school. The 
Prime Minister appeared to dissent, but 
that was the only interpretation he 
could place on the words of the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education when 
/he told them that if secular education 
‘were adequately provided for by the 
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local authority, the trustees would have 
unlimited discretion to use the money for 
purposes for which the local authority 
was not responsible. As that authority 
would have an inexhaustible fund in 
the form of the rates at its back, it 
would certainly be able to make adequ ate 
provision, and would not need to fall 
back on the endowments. That being 
so, the trustees would have discretion to 
use them for other than educational 
purposes, although they had been left 
for the general instruction of the poor 
of the parish, and he ventured to assert 
that any such diversion would mean con- 
fiscating endowments given to the poor 
for the benefit of the richest church in the 
parish. He could only describe it as a 
gross act of confiscation, and the intention 
to permit it was not even disclosed by the 
Government until the guillotine had 
been fixed. They had had no time to 
consider it, for the knife was falling, and 
they could hear its clang; and under 
such embarrassing and unnerving cir- 
cumstances they were unable to give 
proper attention to so far-reaching a 
proposal, 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton) said the arguments which had been 
put forward obviously had no relation 
to the words the Committee was con- 
sidering, for the only meaning of the 
words was to leave the trustees with the 
discretion which the trust deed gave 
them. 


*(3.0.) Mr. CORRIE GRANT 
(Warwickshire, Rugby) said the orig- 
inal bargain made by the Govern- 
ment was that the denominational 
managers were to bear the cost of 
structural repairs. Now there was 
another proposal that the local authority 
should pay the rent of the master’s 
house, of which they heard. nothing 
before. On that side an Amendment 
was put down that those School Board 
parishes which had built masters’ houses 
out of loans should also have this 
contribution, but the Government clos- 
ured that Amendment. Now they had 
another revelation to the effect that the 
trustees were to have a discretion to 
spend on repairs monty which had been 
left for the education of the children. 
The result would be that there wolild be | 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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no bargain at all; the denominational 
managers would get everything, and 
people who had left money to benefit 
the parish would have their money 
twisted and diverted to denominational 
purposes. There had _ recently been 
published in Warwickshire a list of 
educational endowments, and the gentle- 
man who prepared it said that there 
were sixty-five parishes altogether, and 
in a great many of them.the masters’ 
houses, school buildings, as well as the 
endowments, had been left simply for 
the purpose of educating the children of 
the village independently of the Church 
altogether. 


*Sin WILLIAM ANSON said that as 
regarded the discretion of the managers 
he had stated early in the debate that 
where the managers had a discretion under 
the terms of the trust they could exercise 
it for the benefit of the school. They were 
bound by the terms of the trust to use the 
endowment for the benefit of the school, 
and if they found that certain purposes 
were adequately met by the local authority, 
then they might use the money in their 
hands for other purposes for which the 
local authority was not responsible, and 
for which they were responsible, but 
which were just as essential for the 
education of the parish as the supply of 
teachers and other purposes. Surely they 
had heard enough of the scandalous con- 
dition of the school buildings in many 
country districts. He ventured to say 
last night that he thought the managers 
would do not merely a justifiable but a 
very proper thing if they put all the 
money they had over in one year away 
for purposes for which it was not immedi- 
ately required in order to establish a 
building fund with a view to an improve- 
ment of the school buildings in the 
future. He did not believe hon. Members 
opposite would dispute for a moment that 
that was a most important educational 
purpose, and would be entirely in con- 
sonance with the wishes of the founders. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he was 
afraid that a good many hon, Members 
did not know what the Clause meant. 
They had had a definite utterance 
from the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Preston, who said that the discretion of 
the trustees meant what was contained 
in the trust deeds. The Secretary to the. 
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Board of Education now said that it 
meant the discretion of the trustees to 
apply certain money for what they con- 
sidered to be proper educational pur- 
poses, and if they considered that 
the educational purposes were properly 
supplied by the local authority, then 
they could use their discretion with 
reference to the disposal of the 
money within the terms of the trust 
deed. But by this Bill the education 
authority was bound to supply all the 
educational requirements, and therefore 
wherever there was an endowment given 
for the general support of the school, or 
to be devoted to general education, they 
gave the managers the first grip of that 
money for the purpose of doing the 
repairs, or else of laying it by for build- 
ing purposes. Suppose they had an 
income of £50 from an endowment in 
perfectly general terms for the general 
support of the school, or to be devoted 
generally for the purposes of education. 
If only £20 were necessary the managers 
could take that £20 and say, “ We have 
a discretion in this matter, and we will 
place the other £30 to a building fund to 
be used next year.” That was the mean- 
ing of this Clause. That was the reason 


for the alteration of this Clause. The | 
Bishop of London shed some light upon | 


this question at the recent meeting in 
the Albert Hall. He said that the weak 
spot of their bargain was the repairs, and 
he implored them to try what they 
could do in the House of Lords to deal 
with this difficulty. 

‘“* What a terrible thing it would be,” said 
the Bishop, ‘‘ifmany schools were compelled 
to close their doors from sheer inability to 
meet their expenses after all this trouble and 
care with reference to the Education Bill.” 


He thought that speech furnished the 
reagon for the Clause. The bargain 


‘was now being departed from. The 


real meaning of this Clause was that 
they wanted to give the managers 
the right to put their hands into the 
endowments in order to relieve them 
of a burden which they pretended 
ought to be placed upon them by this 
Bill. 


Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merioneth- 
shire) said that charities and endowments 
had been diverted from their original 
channels, and had been used in support 
of voluntary schools. He could give as 
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an instance the Towyn Charity, which 
was in no waya Church charity, which 
had for many years been used to carry 
on Church schools. This charity was 
originally left for the poor, but there 
being practically no poor in that small 
township for which it was left, the Com- 
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missioners, by a decree, diverted it to 
| two Church schools. The Joint Educa- 
'tion Committee drafted a scheme which 
|the Charity Commissioners printed and 
protiew: of. It went on to the Educa 
| tion Department, and while it was there 
'the Duke of Devonshire was petitioned 
| by the clergy not to proceed with the 
publication of the scheme, and he yielded. 
| Consequently the children had had no 
| benefit, but the clergy simply had to 
| find £40 less. There was no mention in 
the Bill of such income, and if it was not 
dealt with the result would be that the 
parsons would still be getting £40 per 
annum, which presumably they might 
| use as they pleased for either mainten- 
ance or repairs. It would be a shame if 
parsons were allowed to receive endow- 
/ments intended for the poor and utilise 
them for purposes which in no way 


benefited the public. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There appear 
| to be some extraordinary misconceptions 
about this Clause. The hon. Gentleman 
opposite has quoted the speech of the 
| Bishop of London, and mentioned some- 
thing about a bargain. I know nothing 
|about any such bargain. I have made 
no bargain, and that is a phrase which | 
‘absolutely decline to recognise. This 
|proposal deals with endowments, 
|and the whole object of the Clause is 
to make provision in the case where 
the existing endowment makes no pro 
vision. Where the existing endow- 
ment makes provision we leave the 
discretion wholly unaltered, but it 
is possible under the Bill that a case may 
arise with which it is impossible for the 
trustees to deal, and we therefore pro- 
vide in this Clause a very simple remedy 
to deal with it. If the trust deeds give 
the discretion now to distribute the 
money they retain it, and if they have 
not got it we give it to them. The hon. 
| Member asks whether this Bill is intended 
to restore to the public or the poor or to 
the rich money which has been impro- 
perly diverted. If it has been improperly 
diverted go to the Law Courts and get it 











1251 Education 


put right. This Bill is not intended to 
survey and reform, so far as reform is 
required, the whole field of endowments. 
Other Acts have been passed for the 
purpose. All we do is not in any sense 
to revise endowments, but to meet the 
single case in which the discretion be- 
stowed by law in the trust deeds is 
interfered with under the Bill. 


Mr. BRYCE pointed out that the Bill 
now made new provision out of the public 
funds for purposes which the endowments 
formerly served. That changed the 
whole thing and put a new face upon it. 
It enabled the trustees to divert funds 
which were given for education to the 
relief of, what ? In the first place, of the 
rates, or, if they pleased, of the sub- 
scribers. This was the natural result of 
this Clause. The object of this proposal 
was to divert endowments given for the 
education of the poor and apply them 
for the relief of the rich. 


CoLonEL DENNY (Kilmarnock Burghs) 
hoped that as a mere Scotchman he 
would be pardoned for intervening in an 
English debate, but what he desired 
was information as to the number of 
schools affected by the discussion in 
progress. Judging by the anxiety dis- 
played by the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
Boroughs and the hon. and learned 
Member below him, one would think 
that if not the whole, at any rate the 
great majority, of the voluntary schools 
in this country were endowed. He 
understood that was not so ; that out of 
14,750 schools or thereabouts only some 
2,200 had any endowments at all, there- 
fore upwards of 12,000 schools would 
still require to provide all repairs out of 
absolute subscriptions. Then, again, of 
the 2,200 schools, a certain proportion 
had their endowments specially de- 
voted to various objects, which would 
mean the handing of these endowments 
over to the local education authority, so 
that when all was said and done the 
question under discussion only related to 
a small minority of the schools, and 
again, in most of these cases, the endow- 
ments were of the most paltry descrip. 
tion—only a few pounds in many cases. 
He did not think, therefore, that the 
evil was widespread, or that the Govern- 
ment merited the condemnation that 
had been showered upon them. 


Mr, A, J. Balfour, 
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Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid), 
said he wished to call the attention 
of the Secretary of the Education 
Department to two charities which were 
referred to in the reports made to the 
Charity Commissioners in connection with 
an inquiry held in every parish wholly or 
partly within the administrative county 
of Durham, into endowments subject to 
the provisions of the Charitable Trusts 
Acts, 1853 to 1894. He would read the 
statements of the purposes for which they 
were left. Those cases would afford an 
object lesson to show what the Govern- 
ment really meant. The first case was 
referred to in these terms :—- 


“From the recitals in a Bond bearing date 
12th October, 1691, it appears that the Rev. 
Henry Greswold gave £100 to John Raine, 
Henry Eden, Cuthbert Swainston and Cuthbert 
Raine, to be laid out inthe purchase of lands 
or an annuity, the profits to be paid towards a 
yearly salary for the schoolmaster of Gainford, 
for teaching the poor children of the said 
parish.... Forthispayment(the yearlyinterest] 
the schoolmaster instructs in reading, writing, 
and accounts, six children recommended by the 
churchwardens, from any part of the parish, 
exclusively of the chapelry of Barnard Castle.” 


He asked the Secretary of the Board 
of Education to state whether this 
money, which was left for a specific 
purpose, would now be devoted to the 
repair or renovation of the school. If 
it was justly applied in harmony with 
the view of the donor it ought to be 
applied to the teacher's salary. The 
other case referred to in the report was 
as follows :— 


‘William Dent, the elder of Brightwell, in 
the county of Berkshire, clockmaker, by 
Indenture of Lease and Release, dated 29th and 
30th April, 1706, assigned, released and con- 
firmed to John Dent and William Dent the 
younger, their heirs and assigns, two several 
messuages or tenements and premises, situate 
in Cost Street, within the parish of StePney, 
and County of Middlesex, in trust, for the 
educating of such poor boys as should be born 
in thetown of Barnard Castle, in the bishopric 
of Durham, with power to sell the same 
premises, and to lay out the produce of such 
sale in purchasing other houses or lands of the 
like value in the county of York or bishopric 
of Durham. .. . The sum of £133 is now in 
the hands of Miss Lee of Staindrop, daughter 
of the late Sir John Lee, into whose hands it 
probably came as connected with the family of 
Huchinson. Miss Lee pays £5 6s. 8d. yearly, 
as the interest. For many years she paid 
this sum to William Lonsdale, a private school- 
master in Barnard Castle, teaching in his own 
house, for which he taught ten boys free. 
For the last three or four years Lonsdale has 


| been unable to teach school, and Miss Lee has 
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paid the same yearly sum to the treasurer of 
the National School in Barnard Castle, where 
ten children, named by the minister and 
churchwarden, are taught free of any charge.” 
He wished to know how the money in 
this case was now to be applied. The 
Report from which he had quoted was 
full of similar cases. On what principle 
of justice was the money to be diverted 
from the purpose for which it was 
originally left ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the 
very object of this Clause was to prevent 
the money from being diverted. The 
obligations of the trustees remained 
just where they were. The hon. Gentle- 
man need not bein any alarm that the 
Clause would divert any money from 
the purposes for which they were 
intended. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON asked the right 
hon. Gentleman to elaborate the answer 
and make it plainer. Would he state to 
what purpose these endowments would 
be devoted ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It would be 
quite impossible and quite improper to 
answer that question here. It will rest 
with the Courts of Law to decide 
whether the money is being properly 
applied in case of dispute as to any 
particular trust. It would be perfectly 
monstrous for us to give any statement 
on the subject. All that we can do is 
to leave the trusts as they are. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): This is a very old 
controversy. We are quite familiar with 
it in the country to which the hon. 
Member for the Kilmarnock Burghs and 
I belong. We have had a great deal to 
do with this very question. The right 
hon. Gentleman says there is no pro- 
posal to divert money from the 
original purpose, but the case is this. 
The circumstances are changed by 
your legislation. Supposing a pious 
founder leaves a large sum of money for 
a certain public purpose, which is other- 
wise not provided for in the parish, that 
goes on for a great many years, then 
Parliament says this public purpose shall 
be the duty of the whole community, 
and it is so enacted. This public duty 
is imposed on the whole community 
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throughout the country. What, then, 
is the effect on the endowment which 
was given for this particular parish ? 
Simply to relieve the community of the 
duty which Parliament thinks, and 
which, by the law of the land, ought 
to be placed upon them. But in this 
case there are two different classes of 
people who will contribute to the 
maintenance of the school. There are 
the ratepayers who are for the first 
time introduced under this Bill, and the 
other parties to the matter are the 
denominational subscribers—managers, 
or whatever you may call them. If 
there is to be adequate provision by 
the local education authority for secular 
education, for the ordinary maintenance 
of education, and for the maintenance 
of the school, and if that is prescribed 
by the Act for all the country in similar 
cases, then what is to be done with this 
money ? We are told now that it should 
be handed over to the subscribers to 
relieve them of the duty [Cries of “« No” 
and “ Hear, hear!”’] which they under- 
took, and upon their undertaking of 
which they have been allowed to have 
the influence they have in this educa- 
tional matter. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has always been talking of the 
seheme of the Bill. The scheme of the 
Bill is this, that because the fabric of 
the school building belongs in certain 
cases—some of us don’t admit so much 
—to a Church, therefore‘that Church is 
entitled to a certain standing in the 
administration of the education of the 
parish, and is entitled to enforce its 
particular views. That is the whole 
scheme of the Bill, but if that power is 
continued or conferred upon the Church 
and subscribers, and then if the endow- 
ments are employed for the purpose of 
relieving them of some of the obliga- 
tions they have incurred, you ipso 
bargain, not- 
withstanding what the right hon. 
Gentleman has said, and the condition 
on which the whole Bill rests, so far 
as elementary education is concerned. 
The right hon. Gentleman has said that 
this Clause is not to divert endowments, 
but to continue things as they were. 
You may continue things as they were, in 
one sense, but the circumstances to which 
those arrangements applied have totally 


changed or passed away. 
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Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) said | 


he had some sympathy with the Bishop 

of London, who was under the impression 

that he had made a bargain. It showed | 
the danger Spiritual Peers might fall into 

when they spoke in commercial metaphors. 

The real essence of the matter was this. 

There was £120,000 of public money to 

be given for public purposes in those 

different parishes. Under this Bill, the 

circumstances would be entirely different. 

It was quite true that in future they 

would be devoted to educational purposes, 

on the basis that the Church of England 

got four-sixths of the management For 

this it would contribute the building 

rent free, and keep it in repair. His com- 

plaint was that this public education 

money in future would be used for private 

denominational ends. If the Church 

people made a bargain, let them keep it. 

The Parliamentary Secretary said they 

could put their money by. Yes, but 

don’t let them put by public money. 

This was a very important matter. I[t 

was another example of how the Church of 
England was going back upon its bargain. 

They had got all that they bargained for, 

but they were not giving all they bar- 
gained to give. He thought if the Com- 
mittee had a free hand they would be 

anxious that this public money should not 

serve denominational ends, as it did under 
the Clause as it stood. 


*Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) said that so far as he knew the de- 
nominational managers repudiated the idea 
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that they had entered into any bargain. 
What they said was that terms had been 
imposed on them by the Government, 
and they thought the terms were hard. 
They were not satisfied with them at first. 
and they were not satisfied with them 
now. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs), called attention to a charity in 
a parish which he knew, the greater part 
of which was to be devoted to educa- 
tional purposes. It was originally founded 
by a Noncunformist, but it had now, after 
being in the Court of Chancery, become 
connected with the Church of England. 
In that case, what was to be done with 
the money? How was the money to be 
spent for educational purposes? The 
county would be responsible for main- 
taining the school, and that being so, the 
money should only be used for repair of 
the school building, which would not be 
required for twenty or thirty years. 
The population was not likely to in- 
crease, and the money would accumulate. 
Surely it was most unfair that in regard 
to a great number of parishes the money 
should be used for relieving existing sub- 
scribers. If his right hon. friend went 
to a division he would support him. 


(3.30.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 172; 
Noes, 93. (Division List No. 542.) 


AYES. 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson. Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn.Gerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 





Campbell,RtHn.J. A. (Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Ashton Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J. A. (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane. Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar,SirT.R. (TowerHamlets) 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


| Dyke, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam Hart 





Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Manch’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hoa. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(WarwickS. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St, Albans 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goalding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
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Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E. 
Hope,.J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard (Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Sa Yop 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. WilliamEdw.H 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 








Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis(Edinb’rgh, W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) | 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud | 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 
Brigg, John 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) | 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Duncan, J. Hastings | 
| 





Edwards, Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond | 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie | 
Grey, Rt. Hon.Sir E. (Berwick) 


| Harwood, George 
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MaxwellRtHnSirHE(Wigt’wn 
Milvain, Thomas 

More, Robt.Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray,RtHn. A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myres, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, Jonn S. 

Rankin, Sir James | 
Ridley, Hon. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. Thomson | 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James | 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) | 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight | 
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Griffith, Ellis J. | 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale. | 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. | 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones David Brynmor(Swansea 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| Tennant, Harold 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. ) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tully, Jasper ° 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir William H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Anstruther. 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


Spencer, Rt HnC. R.(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


John 


Leese,Sir JosephF. (Accrington | Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 


Leng, Sir John | 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 
Lough, Thomas | 





Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Morley,Rt.HonJohn(Montrose | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth. 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham | Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 


| Paulton, James Mellor | 


| Philipps, John Wynford 


Rea, Russell | 
Reckitt, Harold James | 
Rigg, Richard 


cD) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


(3.43.) Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Nor- | Amendment, “ Provided that no part of 
folk, N.W.) said he wished to move, as an ! the income of the endowment should b» 
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devoted to the payment of such repairs 
as under this Act are to be paid by the 
managers, provided also that.” 


*THeE CHAIRMAN said that the 
Amendment of the hon. Member 
was really an objection to _ the 
whole Clause. The object of the Clause 
was to enable the money to be used for 
“other purposes,” and it had been dis- 
cussed the previous day and this day on 
that ground. 


Mr. BRYCE said that surely there 
were many other purposes covered by 
the words besides that purpose—such as 
scholarships or improvements in the 
school in other ways. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said that the pro- 
posed Amendment raised the point which 
they had been discussing for two days. 


Mr. BRYCE said that what they had 
been discussing were the possibilities of 
the application of the money to other 
purposes, among which repairs might 
find a place. But it was not in the 
Clause ; it was merely suggested that the 
trustees at their discretion might spend 
the money on something besides repairs. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said that the dis- 
cussion ranged round the point that part 
of the money might be used by the 
trustees for the purpose of forming a 
building fund. Now the hon. Member 
for North West Norfolk proposed to say 
that no part of the money should be used 
for hat purpose. 


Mr. BRYCE said that many of the 
endowments were of considerable amount 
—much larger than could be exhausted by 
repairs—and, therefore, it was clear that 
they must refer to many cases besides 


repairs. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Then, under the 
Clause, the balance will go to the local 
education authority. The money will be 
apportioned between the local education 
authority and certain expenses which the 
managers will have to incur; and the 
only expenses they will have to incur will 
be for the upkeep of the school buildings. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE said that the 
Government did not understand the Clause 


Mr. George White 
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in that way, because, instead of handing 
the money over to the local education 
authority, the managers claimed to have 
the right to retain it. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : I cannot conceive 
any discussion on the hon. Member's 
Amendment which would differ in the 
slightest degree from the discussion the 
Committee has had. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE said he quite 
agreed as far as the discussion was con- 
cerned; but he presented a concrete 
proposal. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN : I cannot accept a 
number of Amendments raising the same 


point. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, 
N.) asked if it was not a point of whether 
the Chair was to rule in this House or 
not. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that the 
managers might wish to have a_ better 
equipment than the county authority 
deemed themselves justified in sanction- 
ing. In that and other ways, the 
managers might desire to spend the 
money. 


*THEe CHAIRMAN : It is possible that 
the words of the hon. Member's Amend- 
ment may be better than the words of the 
Amendment which has been rejected. It 
is not, however, for me to choose. All I 
say is that it appears to me that a dis- 
cussion on the hon. Member’s Amendment 
must cover precisely the same ground 
which has been already covered : and, for 
that reason, I am obliged to rule the 
Amendment out of order. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said the Amend- 
ment he desired to move was short, was 
easily understood, and had not been cov- 
ered by any previous discussion. It was to 
insert in line 2, after “ where” the words 
“after the first day of January, 1901.” 
His object was to fix the trust deeds and 
the provisions affecting endowments in the 
condition in which they were on January 
lst, 1901. He moved his Amendment 
for this reason. During the course of 
last year the Bill was being negotiated by 
the bishops and Convocation on the one 
hand and the Government on the other. 
It was perfectly fair to say that the Bill 
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was on the fapis during the whole of last 
year ; and, therefore, the matter ought 


to be discussed from the position in| 


which it was at the beginning of last 
year. That was why he proposed to fix 
a date. He might be asked why he put 
in any limiting words at all, and he would 
answer that it was because of the speech of 
the Bishop of London on Friday last. Hon. 
Members who wished to understand the 
inner workings of the Bill should read 
the speeches of the Bishop of London, 
the noble Lord the Member for Green- 


wich, and others at the Albert Hall, 


meeting. The Bishop was dealing with 
the Kenyon-Slaney Amendment, and he 
said he had been advised by com- 
petent authority—the noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich let the cat out 
of the bag by saying that he had been 
advised by-the Government—that the 
trust deeds would not be changed, and 
that, where there was an appeal to the 
bishops, that appeal would still lie. Then 
the Lord Bishop said that he pressed that 
schools which had no trust deeds should 
have an opportunity of having trust 
deeds on the lines of the old trust deeds, 
before the Bill came into operatiom 
The suggestion of the Bishop was that 
there should be new trust deeds, or 
altered trust deeds, in order that there 
might be an appeal to the bishops; but 
he thought that trust deeds ought not 
to be altered with a view to this Bill. 
They ought to remain as they were before 
the Bill was introduced. It might be 
said that a trust deed could not be 
altered. In many cases trust deeds could 
not be altered; but in cases where the 
donor was still alive they could, in certain 
circumstances, be altered. They ought, 
however, to take the position as it was 
on the Ist January, 1901, without any 
manipulation of the trust deeds ; and no 
opportunity should be given of altering 
the status quo with a view to legislation. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Tn line 2, after the word ‘ where,’ to insert 
the words ‘on the first day of January, nineteen 
hundred and one.’”—(Wr. Samuel Evans.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR said that the 
hon. Gentleman had discussed the speech 
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of the Bishop of London, the Amendment 
of the hon. Gentleman for the Newport 
Division of Shropshire, and the Albert 
Hall meeting ; but he had not said much 
with regard to the new Clause, which 
had nothing whatever to do with the 
Kenyon-Slaney Amendment. The hon. 
Gentleman seemed to think that it was 
within the power of anyone, aiter a 
trust had been founded, to alter it at a 
moment’s notice. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said his state- 
ment was directly opposite to that. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
think that there was any case in which 
the deed could be altered, and, in cases 
where the deed could not be altered, 
the hon. Gentleman admitted that his 
Amendment was unnecessary. He pre- 
sumed the Bishop of London was re- 
ferring to cases where there were no trust 
deeds; but, whether he was or was not, 
the Bishop was not a legal authority, 
and never posed as a legal authority. 
He was not aware that it was possible in 
any case to alter a trust deed, unless 
there was a provision in it enabling a 
modification to be made. If there were 
such a provision it ought to remain. 
He doubted whether there was any such 
case ; but supposing it was theoretically 
possible for a man to put money in 
trust with a provision enabling him to 
alter the trust deed, it should remain 
in that modification. If a donor de- 
liberately intended that he should have 
power to modify the trust, why should 
he be deprived of that power? If no 
such power were embodied in a trust, 
then the trust could not be altered, and 
the hon. Gentlemen’s Amendment would 
have no practical effect. In these 
circumstances he hoped the hon. Gentle- 
man would not press it further. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he did 
not think that the Amendment would 
be so futile in its character as the right 
hon. Gentleman seemed to imagine. 
Analogous cases arose under the Burials 
Act. It very often happened that a 


piece of land was given by the squire of 
the parish for educational purposes, or 
as a burial ground. A deed was not 
prepared, because it was not regarded as 
necessary ; and the ground was utilised 
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for the purpose for which it was given. 
Then an Act of Parliament was intro- 
duced, which was regarded as curtailing 
the privileges and prerogatives of the 
clergy of the parish. They discovered 
that there was no trust deed; and they 
went to the donor or his heir and said : 


“Will you make a trust deed in the 


form we require ?’’ He would give a case 
in point, which came before the Court 


of Appeal, and, therefore, the facts were | 
A piece of land | 


judicially established. 
was given for burial purposes ; no trust 


deed was prepared, as it was not re-| 


garded as necessary ; and a great deal of 
rochial money was expended in fencing. 


Lhe Burials Act came in, and the clergy- | 


man of the parish went to the landowner 
and said: “We want a trust deed ;”’ and 
a trust deed was prepared, under which 
the Dean of Bangor, the Archdeacon 
of the district, and the rural Dean 
deprived the parish of the property on 
which parochial money had been spent. 
What was to prevent similar transac- 
tions being carried out under the present 
Bill? He had been examining the 
Charity Commissioners’ report on 
charities in Wales; and he found— 
he would not say the majority, but a great 
number—of trusts for educational purposes 
had no deeds at all, because they were not 
regarded as necessary. Now that the 
time had come for carrying out the 
suggestion of the Bishop of London, 
the Prime Minister had repudiated it. 
The right hon. Gentleman came down to 
the House, and, in a speech which was 
made after advice, said that this was the 
authentic interpretation of the Kenyon- 
Slaney Clause—that they must get new 
trust deeds. That was what the Govern- 
ment wanted, and what had been done in 
several cases until it was stopped by the 
Courts of Law. What had been done 
with regard to the Burials Acts could be 
done with regard to these endowments. 
The Government were prepared to take 
“first use and wont” with regard to 
these endowments for their own purposes, 
and those opposed to the Government 
wished to do the same for their purposes. 
If these endowments had been devoted to 
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|clergyman had it drawn as he wished. 
The local squire knew perfectly well that 
| if in the future the endowment wasused for 
| the repair of the fabric and for building, 
he would be relieved in pocket pro tanto, 
and he naturally would prefer to see it 
used for that purpose. What they wished 
was that it should be made impossible for 
the trust to be diverted from the purpose 
| for which it was originally intended. He 
knew of one endowment which was given 
for education, reading and writing, and 
“teaching Christian principles.” It was a 
sectarian endowment. The Christian 
principles meant in that case the principles 
of the Church of England, but reading and 
writing came first. What would happen 
now? There was no trust deed, but the 
Squire, who represented the original donor, 
would soon discover that it was necessary 
'to have a trust deed. He would have 
the bishop’s sanction. The Bishop of 
London would tell him he must do it, and 
everyone in the Church of England obeyed 
the Bishop except the clergy, and although 
reading and writing were put first in that 
endowment it would all be used in the 
future for the repair of the fabric and for 
setting up a Church of England Sunday 
school. Theratepayer would beno better off. 
Solong as the ratepayers werenot bankrupt 
the rate could be used for repairing the 
fabric. Where were the agricultural objec- 
tors? They were constantly talking about 
the burdens on the rates, and here they 
were allowing endowments to the extent 
of £120,000 to be taken away from the 
relief of the rates for a purely sectarian 
purpose. But no one had any confidence 
in the agricultural party since, if he 
might use the phrase without any 
Parliamentary breach of order, Mr. 
Chaplin’s flying squadron of agricul- 
turists ran away on the fight of the one 
half or one quarter. The agricultural 
party would see now that the rates were 
used to keep up the fabric, and the 
farmer, who was so heavily burdened 
by the rates, would see this £120,000 
devoted to what were called Christian 
principles, and reading and writing would 
be left to take care of themselves. 


educational purposes, why should they be | 


diverted into another channel now ? 


be. 
man: .* We want a trust deed,” and the 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


After 
all, the landowner wasthe arbiter; he could | 
direct at any time what the trust should | 
He simply had to say to the clergy- | 


(4.8.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 100 ; 
| Baan, 199. (Division List No. 543.) 
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Abraham William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

srigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.(Berwick 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

3alfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn.Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. 
jartley, George C. T. 
Sathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, LordCharles William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Campbell, RtHn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
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Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Langley. Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir JosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir Joha 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Middlemore, JohnThrogmort’n 


| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Morley, RtHon. John( Montruse 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Palmer,Sir Charles M. (Durham 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 

tea, Russell, 

Reckitt, Harold James 


NOES. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord ttugh (areenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Fredezick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
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Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Samuel Evans and 
Mr. Trevelyan. 


Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Agustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml'ts 
Gore, HnC. R.C._Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen,Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Heory Robert 
Greene,SirE W(B’ryS Edm‘nds 
Greene, Henry D, (Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, os rence(Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, Arthu: Howard(Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hvudge, Sir Robert T. 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henr 
Hozier,Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway,Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
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Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, RtHon. WilliamEdw,H. 
Legge, Coil. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt’n 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G, (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David i (Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
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Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
-arker, Sir Gilbert 

Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt Hon. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Wa!ter 
Round, Right Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G.Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
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Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lient.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel, C. E. 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C.E.(Taunt’n 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. E. R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C, B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 





(4.21) Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple) moved the substitution of the 
words “original trusts” for the words 
“trusts or other provisions.” The object 
of the Amendment was to render to 
Cesar the things that were Czsar’s, and 
at the same time to prevent Cwsar 
annexing the property of other people. 
Many elementary denominational schools 
enjoyed incomes from charities to which 
they were not entitled by the terms of 
the trust deeds. The position had 
arisen through the partial or total failure 
of the objects of the trust. When sucha 
failure happened the trustees went to 
the Charity Commissioners for a scheme, 
and usually the education of the district 
was decided upon as being a laudable 
object to which the money might be 
devoted. In days gone by, the Charity 
Commissioners, when maturing schemes 
with regard to trusts of that nature, had 
been more influenced by the question of 
education than by denominational zeal ; 
otherwise, mstead of giving the money to 
the managers, they would have given it 
direct to the rector and the church- 
wardens. But if the Clause were carried 
in its present form, the income arising 
from such trusts would be divided into 


two portions, one going to the main- 
tenance of the school, and the other being 
claimed by the manager for the repairs. 
That, in his opinion, would be an 
entirely improper state of affairs, because 
it had to be remembered that all the 
money spent by the managers under the 
Bill would be spent on denominational 
purposes, whereas the money under 
these trusts was not originally left for 
such purposes. By this Clause the aim 
of the pious founder would not be 
carried out, nor would the schemes of 
the Charity Commissioners be strictly 
complied with. When these schemes 
were framed, the Charity Commissioners 
could not possibly have anticipated 
that the whole of the maintenance of 
the elementary schools would be paid 
out of public funds ; therefore it was not 
fair that the income from these trusts 
should be divided in the manner he had 
indicated. Since 1870, all such trusts 
had been devoted to secondary education, 
but prior to 1870 there were a great 
many applied to elementary education. He 
could notsaytheamountof money that was 
involved, as the Charity Commissioners 
were too busy to supply a Return, but 
that was simply another instance of the 





1268 


lerset 


lley 
ber) 
teth) 


M. 


rd 


ar) 


mH. 


nt'n 
loyd 
10n 
set) 
d 


rks. 
ath 
art- 


Ler 


ain- 
ing 
irs. 
an 
use 
the 
the 
nal 
der 
for 
im 
be 
of 
tly 
1es 
ors 
ed 
of 
id 
ot 
ts 
id 
ts 
n 
ut 
le 
1s 


1t 








1269 Education {18 NoveMBER 1902} Bill. 1270 


way in which the Committee were’ Member was proposing now to do some- 
legislating in the dark on this Bill. The thing which was quite different to the 
proposal of the Government afforded a | schemes under theCharity Commissioners 
further illustration of the efforts of the —and this proposal was merely an Amend- 
denominations to get hold of money out ment of the scheme suggested by the 
of the public purse. They had been hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
foiled in their attempts to get the school Board of Education in his own Clause. 
fees, and to avoid their liability for the He did not think the hon. Gentleman 
repairs of the schoolhouse, but they had had done justice to the Amendment 
succeeded in getting the rents of the | moved by his hon. friend. Hitherto the 
schoolmasters’ houses towards the cost Charity Commissioners had been called 
of repairs, and he was afraid that under in to make new schemes where others 
this Clause they would succeed in getting had failed, but now it appeared that the 
for denominational purposes money schemes of the Charity Commissioners 
which was never intended to be so used. had also failed and it was necessary to 
provide something fresh. His hon. 
Amendment proposed.— friend asked that in making this fresh 
‘© In line 2, to leave out the words ‘trusts or provision they should go back again to 
other provisions, ’ and insert the words ‘ original the intentions of the pious founders and 
trusts. ’”—(Mr. Soares.) not hold themselves bound by the 
. schemes of the Charity Commissioners. 
a proposed, “ That the words To those who “err gies the public 
obs » be left out stand part of interest and the interest of the Church 
an of England as one and the same thing, 
*a , ~ y . an Amendment of this sort, of course, 
{tt RILLIAM ANSON oid tha oe onl they 
of the hon. Member's Amendment ought to look to the public interest 
it was of a somewhat alarming | °P®* from the Church of England. 
ee . They should ask that these trusts, 
character. It was proposed to go behind ; 7" ak Sicd elitaas 
the Charity Commissioners and the re "ie urt wl —o po nriyps ’ 
Education Department for the last thirty | 5° a tgs gon, Pras. 9 we § 
or thirty-three years, to rip up all the ps9 onee _ se a ‘ -_ 
schemes made in that period, and, so tii, Mins, . ar ope A ty . 
far as was possible to work the schemes | P!0¥S founders, shou pcan age om 
> origin: : public interest and not necessarily for 
of the original trusts into the arrange- ' . 7 4 
; ~C the Church of England interest. Where 
ment of this Clause. He really thought she Chmsah cf Wailea’ tad teen the 
it a monstrous proposition. He could i te 7 eae P ih 
not at the moment state the amount of | °° SUPporter of education in @ paris 
lca ‘ this might be reasonable, but the Church 
money involved, but there were at least ied th : 
1500 elementary schools working under of — Sn ig ble had wad ard 
schemes made since 1869; and the pro- | tion, weeny . i _— abl ee a 
position that at this period of the and it rsa he a renting 4 d ot t 7 
discussion, and in a Bill already so large trusts should be oe” and devote 
and complicated, they should undo the. to purposes purely public. 
work of the Commissioners who had been 
working all this time for the benefit of Dr. MACNAMARA said he 
education, was one which he could hardly found himself in complete disagreement 
think the hon. Member was serious in with the Amendment of his hon. friend. 
putting before the Committee. The effect of this Amendment would be 
‘to go back to the original schemes, and 
Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) | in many cases the original purposes of 
said the right hon. Gentleman had for-|the trusts had fallen into desuetude. 
gotten that this alarming proposition was | The Charity Commissioners, although he 
contained in the Clause which they were did not agree with all they did, had 
now discussing, for it proposed in the case | modernised the trusts on fairly common- 
of allthose elementaryschoolstorip up the sense lines, and the bulk of the money 
schemes and alter them to the extent | affected was now applied to the purposes 
suggested under this Clause. The hon. of education. Therefore, to go back to 
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the original purposes seemed to him to|said those charities were the private 
be not a very practical proposal and it | property of the poor of the country, and 
would rob elementary education of|if they could show that one single 
something like £100,000 a year. That | farthing of that money was applied to 
being so he could not support the/| other purposes it was a robbery of the 
Amendment. poor. Now the Government were pro- 
moting a Bill for the robbery of the 
poor. This money was not given for 
the church organ or for sewing mistresses, 
or for relieving the rich subscribers to 
voluntary schools, but for the purposes 
of the poor, and this proposal now made 
by the Government was one of the 
rob education? All they said was | Schemes denounced by the right hon. 
that the ratepayers who "dl afford | Gentleman the Member for Bordesley 

| as a gross robbery of the poor. A good 


to pay should bear the burden of educa- | , 
tion; and that, to the extent to which many of these endowments included 


they lost the endowment, that money sitesand property allotted bythe Enclosure 
should be made up out of the rates. On| Commissioners under the Allotments 
the other hand they would be giving by Act. He knew a case of that kind 
this Amendment to the people who where the site given was common land 
could not afford to pay rates—that was which the poor of the parish had a 
the poorest of the poor in the district— | right and freehold in. That land was 
money which was originally given to | 8'V®? for the purpose of a school, in 
ameliorate their misery. Take the case, trust. That was not a school for any 
of the charity he had referred to, given S°°t °F denomination, but for the whole 

parish. What was done with it? A 


for the purpose of erecting cottages for acy ‘ 
the oh By some mysterious pile deed was prepared for it under which 
the Charity Commissioners had diverted 1% Was given to the National Society. 
that money to pay a sewing mistress. This was property which | belonged to 
That was no doubt an excellent purpose the whole parish. A Committee of 
? > « 
but it was not the object for which the oe wae OS BA Bg Po ge 
charity was established. What would ad to be members of the Church o 
England. That was an instance of the 


Teneee neat Se Saad? Thay diversion of trust property from its original 
t back to the ol inci - St pr y trom its orig 
See 7% NOUk to See oak peace a purpose. He did not say anything about 


cottage homess Would the sewing class , 
suffer? No, for it would be just the. the particular form of the Amendment, 
reverse, because the rates would pay for | but he was voting for the substance, 


. . , “7 1s _and he did not cavil at the words of 
a sewing mistress. Why did his hon. | 2” : 
friend wish to rob the poor in Wales for | the Amendment like the hon. Member 


the purposeof providingsewing mistresses, | 7 North Camberwell. His leader in 
or for any other purpose? He stood | this matter was the right hon. Gentle- 
for the pious founders in this matter.|™®2 the Member for Bordesley, and 
He had got an excellent authority in this | 2°28, Upon the great principles he 
matter, namely, the right hon. Gentleman | had laid down in this House, he proposed 
the Member for Bordesley, who some time | *® 8° !nto the Lobby to support the 
ago denounced a similar proposal to the | Amendment of his hon. friend. 


one now made by the Government as 

one which was using money eclginally | Mr. BRYCE said he did _ not 
given for the poor for the establishment | think his hon. friends were right in 
of scholarships and schools; and hol masendng that there were many cases 
right hon. Gentleman went on to say | in which endowments had been diverted 
that this was simply robbing the poor. | from educational purposes. The Amend- 
And the right hon. Gentleman the| ment was really directed to cases in 
Member of Bordesley was right. He} which the Charity Commissioners’ 
was then denouncing the utilisation of | schemes had sectarianised trusts when 
money given for the poor for the} this was not intended by the founders. 


purposes of scholastic institutions. He| It was from that point of view that 


Dr. Macnamara 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he agreed 
with the Amendment of his hon. friend 
in favour of the pious founders. They 
said that this money should be given 
tothe poor. Ifthey diverted this money 
into its original channel, where did they 
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he proposed to support the Amendment. 
It was very difficult for him to raise 
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| 


the question conveniently upon this | I 
Amendment, but that was the fault of | able to find various things for themselves. 


Bill. 1274 
for that, although he was inclined to 
think that the best plan was to pay the 
poor good wages so that they might be 


the conditions under which they were | But that would not be the effect of the 
discussing this Bill. If they had had| Amendment. The pious donor was a 


any prospect of dealing with this 
question by another Clause they would 
have done so. They had to take such 
chances as the indulgence of an auto- 
cratic Government gave to them, and 


his hon. friend had taken this oppor- | 
which | 


tunity with his Amendment, 
submitted to the Committee the fact 


that there were a good many trusts, 
small place. 


intended for the parish generally which 
had been made sectarian in their 
character. If the Government would 
propose another Amendment dealing 
with this injustice, he believed his hon. 
friend would be willing to withdraw his 
Amendment, but if they persisted in 
this non possumus then he would have 
to divide the Committee. 


Mr. LOGAN (Leicestershire, Har- 
borough) asked the hon. Member not to 
press the Amendment. It was really 
not a practical Amendment. He was on 
a committee that administered an 
endowment in so far as it related to 
school purposes, the scheme under 
which they acted having been sanctioned 
seven or eight years ago by the Charity 
Commissioners. If the money were to go 
to the poor a great deal might be said 


very ambitious man, and he believed that 
it was possible to found a cathedral in a 
place which had about 300 inhabitants, 
and he also desired to found a university 
of music. Therefore if his hon. friend's 
Amendment were carried the money 
would have to be diverted to the insane 
idea of building a cathedral and 
establishing a university of music in that 


Mr. SOARES. said_his_ hon. 
friend did not quite understand the 
Amendment. In cases where the 
original object of a trust had been ex- 
tinguished what would happen would be 
this. The Charity Commissioners would 
have to formulate a new scheme which 
would not be sectarian or denominational. 
If the Government would give any 
indication that they would re-consider 
the matter he would not divide the 
Committee, but if he got an absolute non 
possumus he would take the vote. 


(4.48.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 218 ; 
Noes, 93. (Division List No. 544.). 


AYES. 





Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Alihusen, AugustusH’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hon. A..J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W (Leeds 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles,T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 


Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell,RtHn.J. A. (Glasgow 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C, W.(Derbysh’e) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Corbett, A. Cameron (G lasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


, Cust, Henry John C. 

| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

| Denny, Colonel 

| Dickson, Charles Scott 

| Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 

| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington,Rt. Hon.Sir John K. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 

| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 

| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 

| Faber, George Denison (York) 

| Fardell, Sir T. George 

| Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 

| Fergusson, Kt.Hn,SirJ.(Mane’r 

| Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

Fisher, William Hayes 

| Fison, Frederick William 

| FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 

| Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 

| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

| Flower, Ernest 

| Forster, Henry William _ 

| Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, HnG. R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,SirE W(B’ryS.Ednr nds 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hanbury. Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heaton, Jonn Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope,.J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard. J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway, kt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence. Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt.Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


Abraham, William(Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William(Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 


Bell, Richard 

Brigg, John 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


: Lockie, John 
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| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
| 
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Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham | Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. | Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Lowe, Francis William | Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(I<leof Wight 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew) 
Macdona, John Cumming | Simeon, Sir Barrington 
M:Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
M Killop, James(Stirlingshire) Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside 








Manners, Lord Cecil 


Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt’n | 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


MiddlemoreJohnThrogmorton | 
Milner, Rt. Hn.Sir FrederickG. | 
| Stock, James Henry 

| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) | e 
| Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ 
| Taylor, Austin (Kast Toxteth) 


Morreil, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Percy, Earl 


Pilkington,Lieut.-Col. Richard 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

tandles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


Ridley, Hon.M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, RtHon. Chas. Thomson 


Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 


NOES. 


Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 


: Edwards, Frank 


Emmott, Alfred 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 


Fenwick, Charles 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 


Gladstone, Rt.Hn,HerbertJohn 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Harwood, George 


iJ 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


Holland, Sir William Henry 


| Horniman, Frederick John 
| Hutton, Alfred E. Morley 


Jacoby, James Alfred 


Jones, David Brynmor (Sw’nsea 


Kearley, Hudson E. 


| Langley, Batty 








| Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson,Sir William Edw. M, 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
| Tuke, Sir John Batty 
| Tully, Jasper 


Valentia, Viscount 


| Vincent,Col.Sir CEH (Sheftield 


Vincent, Sir F igar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 


| Walrond, Rt Hn.SirWilliamH. 
| Wanklyn, James Leslie 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-ColA.C. E(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N,) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Lambert, George 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| Leng, Sir John 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn.John(Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
-almer,SirCharlesM(Durham) 
Paultou, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Price, Robert John 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
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Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. 
Sandys. Lieut.-Col. Thos. My les 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, RtHn.C. R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


Mr. GEORGEWHITELEY (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Pudsey) said the proviso put 
down by the Government meant that 
there should be no opportunity for the 
Board of Education or the local authority 
to come in unless there was in the trust 
deed power to spend the money, either in 
whole or in part, for purposes for which 
the local authority was liable to pay. 
It retained to the benefit of the manager: 
that very large class of trust funds under 
trust deeds which were general in their 
terms. He could not think that it was 
the intention of the Government to 
hand over that large class of trust funds 
entirely to the discretion of the trustees. 
If in line three the word “ must ” was 
retained instead of “‘may,’’ it came to 
this, that whenever a trust gave power 


to the trustees to apply part or all the | 


income in the payment of the salaries of 
the teachers or the fees of scholars at any 
time in connection with the maintenance 
of the school as distinguished from the 
repair of the fabric—in these cases there 
should be a proper inquiry at which the 
County Council should have something 
to say as to what they thought would be 
a proper distribution of the money—the 
final decision, of course, resting with the 
Board of Education. The Secretary to 
the Board of Education had laid down 
the monstrous doctrine that whenever 
the least discretion was left to the trustees, 
say of an income of £100, for the educa- 
tion of the poor in such and such a 
parish, the trustees could withhold the 
whole of that money except the small 
sum for the education of the poor 
children of the parish. All he wanted 
was that the County Council should be 
heard on the one side, and the trustees 
on the other, the Board of Education 
being the umpire. He begged the 
Government and the Committee to 
consider the Amendment in a favourable 
spirit. He was quite sure that what he 
desired to do in the matter of trust 
funds was to do f 
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Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) lv Lee ag al Nm W.R.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E.) | 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) | 

| Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr | Yoxall, ” James Henry 
Thomas,F. Free.nan- “(Hastings | 

Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene 
Weir, James Galloway | Mr. 
White, George (Norfolk) 

| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


justice to the | 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Soares and Mr. 
Charles Allen. 


trustees on the one hand and the county 
authority on the other. He begged to 
move as an Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘“‘In line 3, to leave out the word ‘must,’ 
and insert the word ‘may.’ ”—(Mr. Whiteley.) 

Question proposed, “That the word 
‘must ’ stand part of the Clause.” 


*Stir WILLIAM ANSON said that the 
Amendment really went back on a 
matter which had already been discussed 
and which the Committee had decided 
some timeago. The object of the whole 
Clause was to keep endowments in their 
present condition, giving to any body 
of trustees who had a discretion the 
right to retain that discretion, but also 
taking care that where there was no 
discretion the money should go in such 
direction as had been indicated in the 
trust deed. The hon. Member proposed 
in every case that the Board of Education 
should determine in what proportions 
the sum of money should be spent, partly 
for the purposes of the local authority, 
and partly on those of the managers. 
The Amendment ran counter to the 
intentions of the Government and could 
not be accepted. If the money was 
being improperly hoarded by the man- 
agers, there where sufficient means of 
making them account for it. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that this 
was only another illustration of the 

method by which the Government were 
dealing with this question. In the case 
of endowments where the trustees were 
fettered and must give the money to 
the repair of buildings, then the Govern- 
ment did not desire to interfere; but 
where there was a discretion, the Govern- 
ment came in and enabled the trustees 
to help educational work in the parish if 
they chose to do so. His hon. friend 
said that there were many cases where 
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the trustees were not obliged to use the 
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money for purposes of the voluntary 


schools, and these trustees should {be 


brought under the same 


conditions as 


the class of trustees who were forced to | Noes, 105. 


divide. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt, C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W (Leeds 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 


Campbell, Rt. Hn.J. A(Glasgow | 


Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 


Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.A(Worc. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, JohnK.D. Wingfield 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Mr. Corrie Grant. 


AYES. 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 

Faber, George Denison (York) 

| Fardeil, Sir T. George 

| Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ .(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 


| Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) | 
| Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | 


Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, HnG. R.C Ormsby-(Salop 

| Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 

| Graham, Henry Robert 

| Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 


Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury) | 


Gretton, John 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 

| Hanbury, Rt. Hon, Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


| 


Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley | 


Heaton, John Henniker 

| Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 


Hope,J. F (Sheffield, brightside | 


Horner, Frederick William 
| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
| Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
| Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys,Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
; Johnstone, Heywood 
Kemp, George 


| Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 

| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 

Lawson, John Grant 

| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 

| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. | 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh) | 


Bill. 


(5.13) Question put. 


Th: Committee divided :—Ayes, 221 ; 


(Division List, No. 545.) 


Leigh-Bennett. Henry Currie 
| Leveson-Gower, Frederick,N.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
| Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Arehie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, Tames (Stirlingshire) 
| Manners, Lord Cecil 
| Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E( Wigt’n 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milner, RtHon.SirFrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
| Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Plummer, Walter R. 
| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
| Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
| Ritchie, RtHon.Chas. Thomson 
| Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
| Ropner, Colonel Robert 
| Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,A bel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith,H.C.(N’th’mb.Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
| Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
| Stock, James Henry 
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Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Chae. Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv, 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, .~ John Batty 

Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

3uxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Camphell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Aliston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 

( Hladstone,Rt Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
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Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H(Sh’fii’ld 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
W alrond, Rt. Hn. “9 illiamH | 
Warde, Colonel C. 

Welby, Lt-Cl. A.C, E. (Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 


NOES. 
Grey, Rt. Hon.Sir E.(Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harwood, George 


Bill. 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(W ve oe ME ‘.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
| Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
W ylie, Alexander 
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| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Whiteley,H. (Ashton und. Lyne | 


Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- | 


Hayter, Rt. Hon.SirArthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Jones, DavidBrynmor(Sw’nsea | 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lay 1: and- Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

M* Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley,Rt. Hn.John(Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Sere | Henry 

Norton, C aptain Cecil William 


Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham | 


Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


tickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
_ Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw,CharlesEdward(Stattord 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
| Spencer, Rt Hn.C. R. (Northants 
| Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
| Tennant, Harold Jehn 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
| Thomas, David Alf. (Merthy r) 
Thomas,F. Freeman-{ Hastings 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Wason, Eugene 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitelev,George (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Whitley and Mr. 
Corrie Grant. 





Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said the object 


of the Amendment he now proposed to | 


move was to limit the portion of the 


income from the endowment which was | 
to be paid to the managers, to what he | 


might call the 


purposes of the endowment. Such an 


religious or sectarian | 


benefits they were to receive under this 
Bill, but if there was found a trust deed 
telling the managers that a portion or all 
the income from the endowment was to 
go to sectarian purposes, it ought not to 
be taken away from them. Supposing 


_a Roman Catholic donor gave a certain 


Amendment, he maintained, was in con- | 


sonance with the original intentions of 
the Government. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that the portion of 
the 
teaching religious subjects alone would 
not be touched. As he understood, the 
cost of repairs was to be a burden on the 


| 


income which was applicable to | 


| channel, 


sum by way of an endowment to a 


‘school, with a trust providing that the 


money was to be given for religious in- 
struction only, that was an endowment 
which could not be touched. But he 
asked the Commitiee to say that no 
further funds should flow into the same 
and that the portion of an 


managers for ever, in consideration of the | endowment which the founder *n*ended 
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to be devoted to giving ordinary elemen 
tary education should be placed in the 


hands of those who must now provide this | 


education. The result of his Amendment, 
if carried, as he submitted it ought to be, 
would be that all the words after the 
word “applied” in sub-Clause 1, would 
be omitt d. He apologised for the 
Amendment not being on the Paper, 
but that was not his fault. Only some 
twenty-five minutes was available on 
the previous day for considering this 
new Clause and drafting Amendments 
to it, and he had not been able to draft 
his in time to get it placed upon the 
Paper. He had, however, handed it in 
at two o’clock this afternoon, and he 
hoped its not appearing on the Paper 
would not be a difficulty in the way of 
its being accepted. 


Amendment proposed— 

““In line 4, to leave out the words from 
the word ‘applied,’ to the word ‘ Eduea- 
tion, in line 11, inclusive, and insert the 
words ‘ by the express provisions of the trust 
in whole or in part exclusively for the purpose 
of giving instruction in religious subjects in 
a public elementary school and for no other 
purpose ; the income or part thereof, as the 
case may be, shall be paid to the managers 
for that purpose, and in all other cases, and 
subject thereto, the income or the residue 
thereof, as the case may be, shall be paid 
to the education authority.” —Mr. Samuel 
Evans. 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘in whole or in part for’ stand part of 
the Clause.” 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said he did 
not think the hon. Gentleman could be 
really serious in his proposal. Under 
the Bill it was one of the duties of the 
managers to provide the school-house, 
and so on. The words “maintenance 
of the school,” when used in a trust 
deed, were used — not in a narrow, 
technical sense, but to mean the 
general up-keep and_ educational 
improvement of the school. Surely the 
fabric was a part of the liabilities thrown 
upon the managers; and if they were 
to maintain the school, understanding 
the phrase in its general sense, the 
words allowed the trustees the discretion 
of using the endowment for the building 
if the money was wanted. What was 
the meaning of the Amendment? It 
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‘donor or the terms of the trust, no 
/money was to be used for the fabric. 
Money specifically intended by the 
donor for the fabric, or generally de- 
‘scribed under the term maintenance, 
was to be given to the local authority. 
The Amendment, he thought, overrode 
the trust deed in a way which was 
contrary to the spirit and meaning of 
the Clause proposed by the Government, 
and, therefore, it could not be accepted. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said the Amend 
ment was a preface to the first words 
of the,Clause— 

“* Nothing in this Act shall affect any endow- 

ment, or the discretion of any trustees in respect 
thereof.” 
It did not limit them ; what the Amend- 
ment proposed was simply this, that the 
onus of proof should be placed on the 
managers to show that the endowment 
was for religious instruction, instead of, 
as now, the onus of proof being on the 
education authority to show that the 
endowment was for generai instruction. 
If the endowment was not for the giving 
of religious instruction or for the purposes 
of the building, then the original words 
of the Clause came in, but if it was a 
mixed endowment, somebody ought to 
decide how much was to go to the 
managers. All the Amendment of his 
hon. friend asked was that the board 
of managers should have to prove that 
what they claimed was just, and that 
the amount to which they could not 
prove themselves entitled in the case 
of a mixed endowment should be handed 
over to the local education authority. 
As matters stood at present, the local 
education authority had to prove their 
claim; the Amendment suggested that 
the onus of proof should be on the other 
| side, and that the managers and not the 
| education authority should be compelled 
to prove their claim. % 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said that not only was the Amend- 
ment limited by the first words of the 
Clause, but it was obvious that the 
greater part of the money which the 
| Amendment suggested should be handed 
} over to the education, authority would, 

|in the ordinary course, be expended by 
the managers, under the supervision and 


was that whatever the intention of the | control of the education authority. All 


Mr. Samuel Evans, 
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that the Amendment desired was that | 
that part of the endowment which was | 
in express terms to be used for sectarian | 
education should be left unreservedly in | 
the hands of the managers for that | 
purpose, and that the rest of the endow- | 
ment, which was for the general purposes | 
of education, should be under the super- | 
vision and control of the education | 
authority. That was consistent with | 
the scheme of the Bill as laid again 
and again before the House and the 
country by the Government, and, in| 
his opinion, the Amendment was a 
perfectly rational and reasonable Amend- | 
ment. 
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purposes. Aman 200 years ago allocated 
money for the maintenance of a school. 
At the time there was no duty on the 
community to maintain a school. In 
many parishes no education at all was 
maintained, and men recognising the 
necessity and finding it unprovided for, 
left property, the income from which was 
to be spent on the maintenance of schools 
in those villages. But as the duty of 


| providing education was now to be a 


national duty, did the Government 
contend that those trust deeds were to 
be maintained? Obviously, they could 
not be, as the Bill was to apply every- 
The question then arose—how 


| were those trust deeds, which must in 


Mr. BRYCE said the Secretary to the. 
Board of Education in his answer had 
hardly appreciated the dominant idea | 
of his hon. friend the Member for 
Mid- Glamorgan. His hon. friend in 
his Amendment was proceeding on a 
line which the Government had already 
suggested by the arrangement they had 
proposed. 


*Mr. CORRIEGRANT said the answer 
of the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
tion that this Amendment was against 
the spirit of the Clause was not any 
answer to the House. The whole com- 
plaint of the Opposition was that the 
endowments Clause was contrary to the 
meaning and spirit of the Bill. The 
very basis of this Bill was that there were 
to be two parties to 4 new arrangement ; 
but the Government throughout the | 
Committee stage had been steadily 
bringing in mean and niggling Amend- 
ments, every one of which was to get rid 
of the terms of the arrangements with 
regard to the denominational schools. 
The question to be considered was what 
was the fair way of dealing with the 
new condition of things which was) 
going to be applied to old trust deeds. 
It was said that this proposal would 
override the trust deeds. He submitted 
that this was a case in which these old | 
trust deeds should be overridden, other- 
wise the managers might seize all this | 
money for denominational purposes, | 
although it was intended for educational 


the circumstances of the case be over- 
ridden, to be dealt with ? In what way 
ought they to be set aside? The 
Government said: “ Do not set them aside 
at all where they will benefit our exist- 
ing denominational schools; let us seize 
every penny under these trust deeds for 
denominational purposes, although the 
trusts were created tor educational pur- 
poses.” On the other hand, his hon. and 
learned friend suggested that the trust 
deeds should be dealt with in the spirit of 
the Bill. Under the Billthe denominational 
managers were to control the denomina- 
tional teaching in the schools, although 
they did not pay a penny of the cost, on 
the ground that they originally provided 
the building and were in future to carry 
out the repairs. But under the endow- 
ments Clause, wherever there was an 
income in the hands of trustees which 
could by any possibility be used for the 
maintenance and up-keep of the build- 
ings, instead of the subscribers bearing 
the expense, the money of the trust 


| deeds was to be used. That was contrary 
to the spirit of the Bill, and it was an 
evidence of the mean and niggling spirit 


of the supporters of the measure, which 
would make a deep impression on the 
people of the country by whom this 
question would have to be finally decided. 


5.48. Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 227 : Noes, 
118. (Division List No. 546.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen,AugustusH’nry Eden 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
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Baird, John George Alexander | Gardner, Ernest 


Balearres, Lord 


Baifour,Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r | Gibbs, Hn A.G. H. (CityofLond. 
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Garfit, William 
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Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
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*(6.0.) THE CHAIRMAN: The Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
seems to raise the same question again. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said _ the 
question was not quite the same, and he 
thought he could make it perfectly clear 
that his Amendment raised quite a 
different question. He moved to omit 
the word ‘‘ those” before the words “‘ pur- 
poses of a public elementary school.” He 
said that the object of this and con- 
sequential Amendments was to withdraw 
from the discretion of the trustees 
endowments left for the maintenance of 
the school as an institution, and not 
merely for the maintenance of the 
fabric. When they came to the pur- 
poses of education, these trusts divided 
themselves into two branches, one being 
to establish and found school buildings 
or the provision of a site, or money to 
build a school. He contended that the 
trustees would be entitled to say ‘This 


money is given for building and we are | 


VOL. CXIV.  [FourtH Series.] 


entitled to use it for repairing and ex- 
tensions if we like.” There were other 
cases where the money had been given 
for maintenance. In a case of that 
kind this Clause would not give dis- 
cretion to the trustees. In one case he 
knew of a sum of money which was given 
for fit and deserving bachelors: another 
sum was for buying Welsh Bibles and 
for the preaching of a sermon on Whit 
Monday ; and there was another sum 
set apart for the education of the children 
of the labouring classes. Where the 
money was given to educate the children 
of the parish, surely in a case of that 
kind it was clear that the money ought 
to be given to the local education 
authority. Take a case where the 
charity was established to maintain 
education in a parish, and a second case 
where it was intended to build schools. 
Now the Government stated that with 
regard to the first charity its object 
remained. They did not, however, take 
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over the functions and the trustees had 
still to discharge them, but with regard 
to the second case the Government now 
proposed that the local education 
authority in the future was to step into 
the shoes of the trustees, do their work, 
take the responsibility, and the liability, 
financial and otherwise, was theirs, and if 
there was a fund for the purpose the 
local authority ought to be relieved to 
the amount of that sum. He wished to 
reverse the process established by the 
Government. The Government said 
that if it was given at all for educational 
purposes, whether for maintenance or 
for the fabric, in such a case absolute 
discretion should be given to the trustees 
unless the money was ear-marked for a 
specific branch. If the money was given 
for general purposes of maintenance, 
then he understood that the trustees 
used their discretion. That was not fair 
from the point of view of the Government. 
If money was given for maintenance and 
could be transferred to the up-keep of the 
fabric, that was a diversion of the charity 
from the original object of the trust. He 
was now simply advocating good sound 
Conservative principles. The Govern- 
ment seized this property and diverted it 
to another object. If this were done in 
regard to private property they would 
eall it confiscation and robbery, but be- 
cause it was the property of the poor 
and of the ratepayer they practically said 
that they could rob them to any extent. 
If the Government would say that an 
endowment left for ‘‘ maintenance ” would 
go to the local authority the Amendment 
fell to the ground. But they would not 
say so. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): It 
is for the Courts of law to. say what 
would happen. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
Bill must be passed in such a form that 
the Courts of law could understand it. 
Besides, these questions would be decided 
by the Board of Education. But if the 
noble Lord and his friends said that the 
purpose of an endowment could be altered 
to relieve a landowner of his subscriptions, 
how could he object if another Govern- 
ment some day altered the purpose of 
endowment for the benefit of the whole 
community ? 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘*In line 4, to leave out the word ‘ those,” 
and insert the word ‘the.’”—(Mr. Lloyd- 
George.) 
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Question proposed, “That the word 
‘those’ stand part of the Clause.” 


*Smr WILLIAM ANSON said he was 
not going to follow or even to attempt to 
imitate the vituperation which the hon. 
Member had indulged in— 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Whom did I 
vituperate ? I was very civil. 


*Sirn WILLIAM ANSON said the hon. 
Member spoke of robbery, confiscation, 
and such terms as those. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I was only 
quoting the right hon. Gentleman ‘the 
Member for Bordesley. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said he would 
confine his observations to a somewhat 
narrower sphere. The Government wished 
to leave the discretion to the managers 
where there was a discretion already. 
Maintenance, in the sense in which it was 
used, would correspond to benefit—the 
purposes of the school, the general objects 
of the school. He admitted that if it 
could be shown in any trust deed that 
money was given for the maintenance of 
a school in the narrower sense in which 
the word maintenance was used in the 
Bill, it would go direct to the education 
authority, but there was no ground for 
the charge that the Government were 
perverting the word “maintenance” in 
trust deeds to mean something different 
from what it really did mean. There 
was no wish to depart from the pro- 
visions of the trust deed, but if any 
question arose as to the proper interpre- 


tation of the trust deed, the persons who 


were responsible would be responsible 
before the Courts of law. If it was 
desired to ransack the conditions of trust 
deeds and to provide means, uniform in 
character, of dealing with them, and 
which should be applicable to all trusts 
and endowments now held for the pur- 
poses of education, that was not a subject 
which the Government proposed to intro- 
duce in the Bill. This might be a ques- 
tion for another Bill on another occasion, 
but at present the Government were 
— to take the trusts as they found 
them. 
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Mr. SAMUEL EVANS agreed with 
the Bishop of London that there was 
no desire to start the working of the 
Bill by raising points for wholesale liti- 
gation. But they were anxious to find 
out what was intended by the Govern- 
ment, and for that reason an attempt 
was being made to make provisions clear 
which were at present obscure. If an 
endowment was intended for the support 
of the school as distinguished from the 
school-house, did the Government mean 
to allow the managers to utilise that 
endowment under the provisions of this 
Clause for the maintenance of the fabric 
and its repair? They were on sound 
ground when they asked this explanation. 
He thought when they raised these 
distinct questions they ought to receive 
explanations of what the Government 
meant. It was not satisfactory to be told 
that if difticulties arose it was for the 
Courts of law to clear them up. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.) said he quite 
agreed with his hon. and learned friend 
that it was most expedient that the 
determination of questions such as this 
should not be left to the interpretation 
of the Courts of law. They had far too 
much experience of that procedure 
already, and the Committee ought to be 
warned by that experience not to repeat 
a mistake into which previous legislators 
had fallen. He took note of one state- 
ment of the Secretary to the Board of 
Education with satisfaction—that when 
a trust was so explanatory that it 
directed the money to be applied to the 
maintenance of the school, then it was 
clear that the local authority should be 
entitled to the benefit of the fund. 


*Sip WILLIAM ANSON: Maintenance 
in the sense in which maintenance is 
used in this Bill. 


Mr. ASQUITH said that the interrup- 
tion was a good illustration of the use of 
ambiguous language in an Act of Parlia- 
ment or elsewhere. Did that mean that 
where the pious founder who created 
the trust has stated his purpose,and the 
sole purpose, to which the trust was to be 
applied, there and there only it should go 
to the local authority? He thought 
without being very rash they might 
safely assert that there were very few 
trusts indeed in which the author of the 
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trust had the prevision to anticipate that 
by some future legislative settlement only 
this purpose would be available. The 
principle laid down by the Amendment of 
his hon. friend was that where the trust 
was such that they might infer from the 
language that the proceeds were intended 
to be applied to the fund for the support 
and benefit of the school, the local 
authority should be regarded as the 
present beneficiaries of the trust and 
shoula be entitled to the proceeds. 
Where, on the other hand, it could be 
clearly collected from the language of the 
trust that it was intended to be limited to 
a purpose over which the managers had 
jurisdiction, another state of things would 
arise. What he and his hon. friends 
wanted was that the presumption should 
be in cases where general language was 
used, and from which they could infer 
that the education of the children in the 
parish was the real purpose of the founda- 
tion, that the local authority should be 
the persons entitled to the benefit of the 
fund. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said the Secre- 
tary of the Education Department ignored 
the actual condition of things. The hon. 
Baronet quoted from a trust deed in 
which the phrase “ maintenance of the 
school,” was used. Where that phrase 
was used before this Bill was introduced 
it had covered everything connected with 
the up-keep of the school. It had covered 
repairs, white-washing, painting the build- 
ing, the provision of books for the children, 
payment of the salaries of the teachers, 
the provision of coals, and lighting where 
there was artificial light, and so on. 
Wherever the words “maintenance of 
the school” were used in a trust deed 
when this Bill came to be applied to 
them the phrase would be ambiguous. 
What did the hon. Baronet suggest ? Not 
that, recognising this ambiguity, they 
should deal with it and make it clear, but 
that they should refer the subject to the 
Courts of law. Jt was a curious thing 
that the persons who were protesting 
against reference to the Courts of law in 
this matter were those who would have 
to deal with the cases if they went there. 
They knew how unsatisfactory it was to 
send to a law court for the interpretation 
of a document to which a special meaning 
was attached after that document came 
into existence, and that was what the 
Board of Education was suggesting now. 
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On the other hand, what he and his hon. | Amendments, for it seemed to him to 
friends wanted was that those who had to | mean exactly the opposite of what the 
administer education should be able to ad-| hon. Member who moved it intended it 
minister it under perfectly clear and sen-| to mean. The usual words that were 
sible conditions, and should not have their| used in the older endowments were 
work hampered by a series of appeals to | “for the support of the school,” or “for 
the law courts. Until the introduction of | the schooling or the education of so many 
this Bill, “ maintenance” had never meant | poor children.” He really did not think 
the drawing of a distinction between the | that the words of this Clause in the least 
up-keep of the building and the carrying | suited these cases, which were the usual 
on of the school. The Bill now made | form of trust deeds. One reason why he 
this distinction. If the matter was now | supported the Amendment of his hon. 
left unsettled, there would be appeals to | friend was that his words were clear. If 
the Courts, perhaps contrary decisions, the words “for the purposes of a school” 
and after all they would then have to were used, the Clause would be rendered 
come to the House of Commons and ask much clearer and more distinct than it was 
that the matter should be put right. when originally introduced, and he was sure 
| that unless the Clause were amended in 
Mr. SOARES said that the hon. the sense of the Amendment it would 

Gentleman, in the course of his speech, | cause a great deal of litigation. 
treated of three classes of endowments, | 
the first two of which might be used a sities! {a 
for the benefit of the Goretinaticasl Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that the 
sshecls. In the third class where the | hon. Baronet had drawn a distinction be- 
money was tobe devoted generally to main- Swreen “maintenance mig bap used in the 
taining the schools, the local authorities | Bill, and mamatenamce as it was used in 
should have the control of it. Hence-| ust deeds: and he had based on the 
forth the local authority will have the distinction he had so drawn an argument 
duty laid upon it of maintaining these why this money should not he given to the 
schools, and if they were co take that local education authority but should be 
burden it was only fair that they should retained in the hands of the managers. He 
have the assets also. The denominational | 4d been making some detailed inquiry 
schools had gone into voluntary liquida- | into the terms employed in trust deeds, 
tion, and they were asked to take them | and in many cases he found that they 
over. There was no question of con- contained absolutely no reference to the 
fiscation in regard to this matter. In School buildings, but related solely and 
simply to the education of children in 


every case the money belonging to the 
y y ~~ the schools. If the hon. baronet would 


denomination was to go to the denomina- | aber ; 
|make inquiry, careful and detailed, he 


tion, and it was only where the money | . 
had been given for education that it was| Would find that very seldom indeed, 


to go tothe local authority. The position even by implication, was there an 
of two classes of people had been altered | assumption to the effect that “ main- 
by the Bill. He meant the rich and the | tenance” related to these school buildings. 
poor. The subscribers would have the|In one parish, .and he took these illus- 
“intolerable strain” taken off them, but | trations at random, the endowment was 
on the other hand the ratepayers would | for the “education of poor children.” 
have a new burden imposed on them, and | In the next parish the endowment was 
that would be very keenly felt in the| for the gratuitous education of one or 
rural districts. He supported the Amend- | more children. In another parish the 
ment on the ground that it was infinitely | money was to be applied in the payment 
better that small endowments should go | of scholarships of £1 each to deserving 
to the relief of the pockets of the rate- | 


| boys not less than twelve years of age. 
payers rather than those of the wealthy | In all these cases there was no reference 
subscribers to voluntary schools. | whatever to school buildings. The reply 
*Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester . ng ighhtgy tens ast re 
shire, Forest of Dean) said he had been| PY 12 be Shs" ee ee oe 
trusted after this Debate that the 


fairly puzzled with this Clause, it was so 
difficult to understand: so much so that | Government would see there was a case 


he was unable to support one of the! to be met. 
Mr. Corrie Grant. 
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expended by the local education authority 
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*Sm WILLIAM ANSON said it was; more important case than of a fund for 
obvious that in the cases mentioned by the support of a school in existence. 
the hon. Member, the money was to be | 


on education, as was provided for by the funds would go for repairs. 


Clause as it stood. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the. 


(6.42.) Question put. 


hon. Baronet had not answered a much | Noes, 120. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Sailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Jalfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn. Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Charles Wm. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 

sousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,Sir HoratioD. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 


AYES. 


Dimedale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.SirJohn E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
| Duke, Henry Edward 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


| Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Elliot, Hon. A. Raiph Dougla) 
Faber, George Denison (Yorks 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 


| Gore,HnG. R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJ oachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 


| Greene,SirE W(BurySEdm’nds 


Gretton, John 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 


| Hanbury, Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. 


Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’:d 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 


| Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 


| Helder, Augustus 

| Henderson, Sir Alexander 

| Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
| Higginbottom, 8S. W. 


Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope,J. F(Sheftield, Brightside 


| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 235 


(Division List No. 547.) 


Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kennaway,Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Heary 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt.Hn. William Edw. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Kiilop, James (Stirlingshire 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milner, Rt Hon. SirFrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More,Robt.Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
PeaseHerbertPike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter. Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John S. 





*Sm WILLIAM ANSON said that the 


7 
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Rarkin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyn’side 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randall 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 


Gladstone,RtHn. Herbert John | 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said the effect 
of the Amendment he proposed to move 
would be that the proviso would apply to 
all trusts and would not be limited. | 
would apply to all trusts as to which the | Government would accept. 





| Markham, Arthur Basil 
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Smith, Hon W. F. D.(Strand 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(Oxfd Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirC. E.H(Sheffi’ld 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 





NOES. 


Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick | 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.CharlesSeale- | 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. 
Helme, Norval Watson | 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 
Holland, Sir William Henry | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington | 
Leng, Sir John | 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Logan, John William 

Lough, ‘Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry — 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Palmer, SirCharlesM.( Durham 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert Jolin 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell | 
Reckitt, Harold James 





It | 
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Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E(Tauaton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. ‘Benes 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Johu (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Reid,Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

tigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
fobson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RuHn. C. R (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,F. Freeman- (Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson,Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Lloyd -George and 
Mr. Samuel Evans. 


provision had to be made, and not be 
limited to the purposes of the public 
elementary schools. 
think this was an Amendment that the 


ventured to 


He 


It had 





| 300 


‘ton 
oyd 
yne 
on 

et) 


<s.) 
th) 
irt- 


1301 Education 


nothing to do with matters which they 


had debated earlier in the afternoon. It | 
would, he ventured to suggest, help the | 


co-ordination of education. The Govern- 
ment had always said that one of the 
objects of the Bill was to produce unity, 
and if they accepted that principle of co- 


ordination he could not see why they | 


should attempt to limit this Clause to 
elementary education. He submitted in 
that case it should be extended to all 
classes of education. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 4, to leave out the words ‘of a 
publicelementary school.’” —(Mr. Corrie Grant.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said the hon. 
Member proposed an entire recasting of 
the purposes of the Clause by bringing 
within its scope all manner of educational 
endowments, and he could hardly be 
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would accept it. The object of the 
Government in introducing the Clause 
was to deal with elementary schools only 
which were not provided by the education 
authority, and they could not possibly 
extend its scope to secondary schools. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) supported the Amendment. He 
instanced a village with which he was 
acquainted which was possessed of a 
board school which had an average 
attendance of 226 children, by the side of 
which was a little school under an endow- 
ment which had twelve children. The 
only thing this little school did was to 
withdraw that number of children from 
the far better education which they would 
receive at the board school. 


(7.3.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 235; 
Noes, 114. (Division List No. 548.) 


AYES. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Chapman, Edward 
Allhusen,AugustusH’nryEden | Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
| Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


, Fisher, William Hayes 

| Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 

| Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 

Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

Flower, Ernest 

| Forster, Henry William 

| Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 





Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn. Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


‘Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Wore. 











Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHuratio D(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,SirT. R(Tower Hamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartlana,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. | 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Dake, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Dyke,RtHon.SirWilliam Hart | 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
Faber, George Denison (York) | 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ail wyn Edward | 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ (Mane’r | 
Finch, George H. | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 


| Garfit, William 


Gibbs,Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 


| Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
| Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mnl’ts 


Gore,HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, SirEW(B'ryS. Edm’nds 
Gretvon, John 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 


| Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
| Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


| Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 


Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay ; ; 
Hope, J. F (Shettield, Brightside 


| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
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Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys,Rt.Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Cot. W. (Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt.Hn. William Edw. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


Education 





M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. | 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolten, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 





Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
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Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

tandles, John 8. 

fankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ritchie,Rt. Ho. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


| Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj. J.E. B({sleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 


NOES. 


Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJ ohn 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill,Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 
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Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G(OxfrdUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson,SirWm. Edward M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edwar 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, ColSirC. E.H(Shefti’ ld 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,RtHonSir William H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C,E(Taunton 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H(Ashron-und.Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de aye Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. } 
Wodehouse, Rt. Ha. E.R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Pease, J. A. (Sattron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert Jobn 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russel] 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reid,Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, Jobn Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford); 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C.R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A, (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr) 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
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Wason, Eugene 


White, George 





Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE moved an 
Amendment providing that the decision 
of the oat 5 of Education should not 
be given until after a local inquiry, 
of which ten days public notice had 
been given to the local education 
authority and the minor local authority, 
had been held. He pointed out that the 
Charity Commissioners, when they 
examined into local charities, always 
had a public inquiry of which notice 
was given. In case of a dispute between 
the local managers of a school and the 
local education authority, how were the 
Board of Education to get at the facts? 
Were they to decide the matter on a 
written presentment of the case by the 
managers, or were they to send a repre- 
sentative to investigate the whole of the 
circumstances ? Unless the latter course 
were adopted, a very novel principle 
would be introduced into dealings with | 
property, trust funds, and endowments. 
In most cases a scheme was already in 
operation, but the practical result of this 
Cause would be that new schemes 
would have to be made. The Board of 
Education would have to decide whether 
a certain charity was for maintenance, 
or for the fabric, or for religious pur- 
poses. That was a judicial function. 
Then they would have to decide whether 
it was afund partly for maintenance 
and partly for repairs, and, if so, how 
to divide it. Such questions required 
the most careful local investigation. An 
important point would be the manner 
in which the money had been used in 
the past, and it was a question of 
evidence. Didthe Board intend to get 
that evidence by affidavits? That was, 
the last way in the world to get at the 
truth. The only satisfactory way was 
to send a Commissioner down to investi- 
gate all the circumstances of the case. 
Hitherto the Board of Education had 
been purely an administrative body, but 
they were now taking upon themselves | 
the functions of a judicial tribunal. 


Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Kobert 


Weir, James yates | 
k) 


White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R) Mr. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
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Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


BER 1902} 


(Norfo 
TELLERS FOR THE NoEsS— 
Corrie Grant and 
Mr. Allen. 





| That being so they ought surely to 
|proceed on judicial principles. The 
Amendment proposed nothing that could 
contravene the principle of the Clause, 
whatever that principle might be, and 
therefore, as it was only fair that the 
Parish Council and the parish should 
have an opportunity of presenting their 
case, he hoped the Amendment would 
be accepted. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 11, after the word ‘Education,’ 
to insert the words ‘ but the decision of the 
Board of Education shall not be given until 
after a local inquiry, of which ten days’ 
previous notice shall be given to the local 
education authority and to the minor local 
authority, shall bave been first held by the 
Board of Education.’” —(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Stir WILLIAM ANSON said many 
cases might arise under the Clause in 
which it would be convenient and de- 
sirable to hold a local inquiry, but 
many other cases might arise in which 
the whole question would be the inter- 
pretation of a document which might 
be interpreted as well at Whitehall as 
in the locality itself. ‘The local authority 
would not be wholly unrepresented in 
the matter from the very outset, be- 
cause both the local education authority 
and the minor local authority had repre- 
sentatives on the board of managers, 
and would, therefore, be aware of what 
was passing not only from the managers’ 
point of view but also from the point of 
view of the locality. It seemed to him harsh 


and unnecessary’ that the local authority 


should be saddled in every case of a dis- 
pute with the delay and the cost of a 
public inquiry when a careful study of 
documents might be all that was needed. 
He had no doubt the Board of Educa- 
tion would hold an inquiry whenever it 
was necessary. 
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Mr. BRYCE was sorry the Govern- 
ment had not given a more favourable 
answer, because they had admitted that 
in Many cases a local inquiry would be 
necessary. Frequently such an inquiry 
would be the only way by which both 
the local authority and the people on 
the spot would be made to feel that the 
case had been properly presented. Why 
not assent to allowing a local inquiry 
wherever the local education authority 
asked for it? They could rely that such 
inquiries would not be needlessly asked 
for, as the local authority would have to 
bear the expense. It was necessary that 
the Government should give some better 
guarantee than was contained in the 
Clause that the local opinion would be 
properly ascertained. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS thought the 
suggestion of his right hon. friend an 
eminently reasonable one, though possibly 
it did not go quite far enough. The 
Parish Council also ought to have the 
right to call for a public inquiry, and he 
suggested that the Government should 
provide for a public inquiry being held 
whenever the education authority or the 
minor local authority desired it. He 
expressed his astonishment at hearing 
the Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Board of Education declare that in most 
cases all that would be necessary was the 
construction or the interpretation of a 
written document. That was the duty 
of a Court of law, not of the Board of 
Education. 


Education 


It being half-past seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 





EVENING SITTING. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
- 
(In the Committee. - 


Mr. J. W. Lowrger (Cumberland, 
Penrith), in the Chair. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


Nie: In line 11, after the word ‘ Education,’ to 
insert the words ‘ but the decision of the Board 


{COMMONS} 
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of Education shall not be given until after a 
local inquiry, of which ten days’ previous notice 
shall be given to the local education authority 
and to the minor local authority, shall have 
been first held by the Board of Education.’ ” 
—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question again proposed, “‘ That those 
words be there inserted.”’ 


(9.0.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said this 
was the first time that the Education 
Department had been set up as a legal 
tribunal, and in his judgment the Board 
of Education would not, in all cases, be 
competent to interpret the documents so 
as to give satisfaction to all who were 
interestedin the controversy. There was a 
time, not far distant, when there was an 
eminent legal personage at the head of 
the Board of Education. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Cambridge 
University had been one of the legal 
advisers of the Crown, and would be 
admitted to be a competent authority to 
discuss the legal interpretation of 
certain deeds. At the present moment 
they had at the Board the hon. 
Baronet, who, perhaps, was not so 
qualified as his predecessors, but who 
nevertheless would show very great 
competency to deal with these matters. 
But they had not always such able 
Gentlemen representing the Board of 
Education in the House of Commons. 
They might, indeed, have a layman who 
was as qualified to give a proper legal 
interpretation of a document. They 
ought to discuss this question of inquiry 
on general principles. Whenever they 
asked the Board of Education to 
determine between two bodies how an 
endowment should be divided they 
ought to give public notice, and have a 
public inquiry so that the particular 


locality affected should have an 
opportunity of defending its own 
interests. Already, in three places in 


that Bill provisions had been inserted for 
public notice being given in certain 
events and for public inquiry to be held. 
The first was in Clause 9, dealing with 
the provision of new schools, The next 
was in Clause 11, describing how duties 
under the Elementary Education Acts 
were to be enforced by the Education 
Department, and that providedin terms, 
that if the local education authority did 
not fulfil its duties the Board of 
Education might, after|holding a public 
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inquiry, issue such orders as it thought | 
necessary. The only otherClause under 
which a public inquiry was to be held 
was Clause 12, and under that they had | 
the provision that the Board of Education 
before approving any scheme should take | 
measures for the purpose of giving 
publicity to the provisions of the 
proposed scheme, and might, if it. 
thought fit, hold a publicinquiry. Under 
Clause 9 public notice was to be given 
in order to invest the ratepayers with 
the right of appeal to the Education | 
Department, but here it was simply 
asked that notice should be given to the 
local authority. As to the inquiry to be 
allowed under Clauses 11 and 12, surely 
if that were necessary one was equally 
desirable under the provisions of the new 
Clause under discussion, a Clause which 
provided for the division of the income 
from an endowment, and the award of 
one portion to the managers and 
another to the local education authority. 
His experience was that the parish in 
which the endowment was situated and 
for which it had been bequeathed was 
intensely interested in the question of 
its administration. But under the 
proposal of the Government the parish was 
entirely ignored—the only parties taken 
cognisance of were the managers of the 
voluntary schools and the local educa- 
tion authority, Surely it was not 
unreasonable to ask that the people 
chiefly and mainly interested should have 
an opportunity of laying their views 
before the Board of Education, and 
surely if a public inquiry were necessary 
before a scheme was approved, it was 
equally necessary before the division was 


made. The scheme might be altered or 
revoked by the express terms of, 
the Bill, but once the endowment 


was divided the decision was final. Under 
the circumstances he submitted that the 
Amendment of his hon. friend was per- | 
fectly sound from the point of view of 
the necessity of holding a public inquiry, 
and public notice ought to be given in 
order that the views of those who were 
interested should be properly placed _be- 
fore the Board of Education. He hoped 
that the Government would accept the 
Amendment and that it would be ex- 
tended so as to provide for public notice 
as well as public inquiry, so as to afford 
an opportunity either to the Parish | 
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Council or the Rural District Council to 
lay their views—without unnecessary ex- 
pense—before the Board of Education prior 
to its making a division of the endow- 


ment. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge) said the Amendment was 
not one involving a_ sectarian ques- 
tion, but it dealt with the question 
of the best way of dividing the 
endowment. Looking at it from a 
practical point of view, he regarded the 
Amendment not only as unnecessary, but 
as absolutely mischievous. There was a 
vast number of these endowments, 
although the aggregate incomes did not 
exceed £160,000 annually, and in a great 
many cases there would have to be a 
revision. He was very glad that it Was 
the Board of Education, and not the 
Charity Commissioners, that was to under- 
take this work. The labour would be 
immense and a great deal of local friction 
would be raised, and if in addition a local 
inquiry were compulsory in every case 
there would be unending work, an 
enormous staff would be required, and 
many years would elapse before the in- 
quiries were settled. It was perfectly 
unnecessary, because, by the general law 
affecting charitabletrusts, the Charity Com 
missioners were empowered to order an 
inquiry whenever they liked into the 
administration of a trust. These powers 
had been transferred by an Order in 
Council from the Charity Commissioners to 
the Board of Education, and consequently 
in every single case they could order an 
inquiry if they thought there was any 
reason for so doing. Was not that quite 
sufficient to meet the case put by the hon. 
Member opposite? The inquiries in most 
cases were perfectly unnecessary, because 
all that could be necessary would be to 
construe documents. In the majority of 
the cases all the necessary information 
was ready to hand, and it was only neces- 
sary to apply common sense to the task. 
Tt would be perfectly ridiculous to go to 
the expense of sending a special commis- 
sion to hold an inquiry on the spot. 
Under the Local Government Act of 
1894, the Charity Commissioners were 
made the arbiters of most difficult ques- 
tions-—such as what was or was not an 
ecclesiastical charity. That raised 
the religious difficulty in hundreds of 
parishes, but the Charity Commissioners 
dealt with all the cases as they came 
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before them. They generally came to a 
decision on documents which were in 
their office, but where the trusts were 
doubtful they ordered an inquiry. If 
those powers sufficed in that case, surely 
they would be equally sufficient for the 
Board of Education in this instance. He 
wished to see this Clause worked in a 
practical spirit, and he therefore opposed 
the Amendment because he believed it 
would clog the wheels of the Department, 
which had to administer a most difficult 
piece of machinery. 


{COMMONS} 
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; Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: If a public 
inquiry is held, the trustees will neces- 
| sarily be parties to the inquiry. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he should 
‘have no objection to include trustees, 
| though he would point out that it would 
/not be fair that trustees should be 
allowed to call for inquiries of this sort 
when the expense fell on the local author- 
ity. That body was not likely to incur 
heavy expense by demanding wholesale 
unnecessary inquiries. 


*Srr WILLIAM ANSON said he wished | 


to explain that it was not the inquiry, but 
its proposed compulsory character, that he 
objected to. If the inquiry were made 
dependent on the demand of the local 
education authority he should be pre- 
pared to accept that and to move an 
Amendment to carry it out. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he should 
be quite prepared to accept an Amend- 
ment in the form that an inquiry should 
be granted if requested or demanded by 
the local education authority. 


Mr. BRYCE was very glad the hon. 
Baronet had accepted the Amendment. 
He thought the Secretary to the Board 
of Education would find that this proposal 
would give satisfaction to all concerned. 


Sm FRANCIS POWELL asked at 
whose cost the inquiry was to be held. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The 


education authority. 


local 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
that, if the Government put in the words 
suggested, they should also allow an 
inquiry on the demand of trustees. He 
might mention the case of the Harpar 
Trust at Bedford. Under a scheme made 
in 1873, certain sums were set aside for 
the purposes of a public elementary school 
and certain schools were carried on by 
the Governors of the Trust, who, of 
course, received education grants in the 
usual way. The question was, what 
would happen to their endowments ? 
Their schools would come under the 
provisions of the Bill, and if any question 
should arise as to a division of the two- 
elevenths of the Trust income, surely the 
trustees should have a right to demand 
an inquiry. 

Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD: I shall be content 
if my hon. friend will promise to consider 
this point. 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said the 
trustees would certainly have full notice 
of any inquiry which was to take place 
under the Clause, and they would also 
have complete access to the Board of 
Education. In these circumstances, he 
thought the interests of trustees would 
be adequately protected. He thought 
that the costs of the inquiry should be 
borne by the authority demanding it, 
and that should be the only condition on 
which a public inquiry would be held. 


Mr. JOHNSTONE (Sussex, Horsham) 
complained that as the Amendment did 
not appear on the Paper it was very 
difficult to understand what they were 
‘discussing. He gathered that the 
Government was willing to agree that 
the local authority should have power 
to demand a public inquiry, and he 
hought the proposal of the Secretary to 
the Board of Education a very unsatis- 
factory solution of a difficult problem. 
It had been pointed out in the lucid and 
closely-reasoned speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Glamorgan that there was first the 
objection that the Secretary to the Board 
of Education might not be well fitted, 
either by education or practice, for con- 
struing legal documents. But it seemed 
to be forgotten that he would always 
have at his service the highest legal 
acumen of the country, and would be 


able to consult not only the legal advisers. 


of the Department but also the Law 
Officers of the Crown. Again, it should 
be remembered that a considerable num- 
ber ofdeeds would be in the same form, 
and one decision would govern many 
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cases. If they left it to the discretion of | 
the local education authority they would 
be continually liable to have pressure 
brought to bear upon them from without. 
Although there might really be no doubt 
of the result the local authority might 
consider it a duty to ask for an inquiry. | 
It was absolutely unnecessary to put | 
this temptation in the way of a local 
authority. It would be a temptation 
difficult to resist, and very often these 
matters would be brought forward by 
representatives keenly interested at the 
time, but wholly unable to distinguish 
between the cunstruction of a_ legal 
document and the sympathy men in 
public life had for the wishes of those by 
whose votes they are supported. These 
matters could be dealt with readily 
enough by a_ gentleman of legal 
training, and if they were left to the 
discretion of the Board of Education 
there would be reasonable prospect of 
finality. If they. were left to the dis- 
cretion of a number of newly-constituted 
authorities, new brooms anxious to 
sweep clean and justify their existence, 
he saw no end to the prospect of in- 
quiries of this. kind throughout the 
country. On the mere ground of 
burdening the country with inquiries he 
hoped the Government would pause 
before they accepted any such suggestion 
as that which had been made. Where 
the public interest demanded an inquiry 
he had not the slightest doubt that one 
would be ordered without hesitation, 
and upon that ground he hoped the 
Government would think twice before 
they rashly committed themselves to an 
Amendment which was not on the 
Paper, and which might introduce far 
greater confusion and difficulty than was 
contemplated at the present moment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he under- | 
stood that the words he proposed had | 
been accepted by the Government. The | 
only other suggestion was that he) 
thought notice should also be given to | 
the trustees of any inquiry, and he) 
would suggest that words to this end | 
should be inserted. | 


*Smr WILLIAM ANSON suggested the | 
following form of words :— 


‘* But if a local inquiry be demanded by the | 
local education authority the decision of the | 
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Board of Education shall not be given until 
after a local inquiry, of which ten days’ 
previous notice shall be given to the trustees, 
the local education authority and the minor 
authority, shall have been held by the Board 
of Education.” 


*Str FRANCIS POWELL said he 
wished to ask a question in regard to 
the cost of these inquiries. He had 
heard no reference to costs in this dis- 
cussion. He thought it ought to be 
made perfectly clear that the local 
authority demanding the inquiry should 
pay the costs. He hoped his hon. friend, 
if he pressed this Amendment, would 
insert words providing for the payment 
of the costs by the local authority, because 
some of the charities which would be 
affected were very limited in their 
means. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I beg leave 
to withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 11, after the word ‘ education,’ 
to insert the words ‘ but if a local inquiry is 
demanded by the local education authority 
the decision of the Board of Education shall 
not be given until after a local inquiry, of 
which ten days’ previous notice shall be given 
to the local education authority and to the 
minor local authority and to the trustees, shall 
have been first held by the Board of Education.’ ” 
—(Sir William Anson.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE pointed out 
that by this Amendment they would be 
in the same position in regard to these 
inquiries as any other Departmental 
inquiry by the Board of Trade or the 
Local Government Board. If they stuck 
in the word “costs” it had an ominous 
sound for the lawyers, but if they left it 
as it was left in the case of any other 
Departmental inquiries it simply meant 
that an inspector would be sent down 
and the costs would only amount to his 
travelling expenses. 
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Mr. BOUSFIELD said he should like 
some one who had had Departmental 
experience to state his views upon this 
question. 


{COMMONS} 


He urged that a_ proviso | 





Bill. 


Sir JOHN GORST said the words he 
| proposed were “at the cost of the local 
education authority.” He did not mind 
the word “ expenses.” 


should be inserted in the Bill imposing | 


the cost of the inquiry on the local | 


authorities demanding it, or they might 


leave the matter in the hands of the | 


Board of Education. He did not desire 
to press the matter now, but he should 
like the Government to give the question 
further consideration. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) thought that they ought to 
have this point properly settled before 
the words suggested were inserted in the 
Bill. The whole argument of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite had been that there 
would be a check upon the demand for 
inquiries made by the local authority 
because they would have to pay the 
costs. When the Government conceded 
that point it was sudden!ty discovered 
that there was no provision made for 
making the local authority pay the costs. 
He moved to add the words “at the cost 
of the local authority.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 
* After the last word ‘ education,’ to insert 


the words ‘at the cost of the local education 
authority.’ ”—(Sir John Gorst.) 


Question proposed. ‘“ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


Mr. WHITLEY said it would be 
best to put the Amendment, on which 
they were all agreed. 


Str JOHN GORST: Oh, no! we are 


not at all agreed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought there 
ought to be some power in regard to 
costs vested in the Board of Education 
similar to that vested in Government 
Departments in regard to inquiries. He 
preferred the word “expenses” to 


“ costs.’ 


‘form. 


Mr. BRYCE pointed out that in 
‘another part of the Bill where inquiries 


| were provided for no reference was made 

to costs all. Speaking from recollection, 
he did not think that in the various 
| Statutes which directed or empowered 
‘inquiries anything was said about the 
cost and the question was generally left 
to the discretion of the Department 
concerned. 


Str JOHN GORST said the reason he 
moved his Amendment was that it was 
urged by hon. Gentlemen opposite that 
there was no danger in giving this power 
of forcing an inquiry provided that 1t was 
restrained by the knowledge that if a 
local authority did foree an inquiry they 
would have to pay the costs. Now 
when he proposed an Amendment carry- 
ing out what every hon. Member opposite 
had urged they objected to the insertion 
of these words. No doubt the words of 
the Amendment which had been accepted 
would be revised by the Attorney 
General, and they could be altered on 
Leport. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE quoted from 
the Local Government Act, showing 
that the.question of costs in regard to 
these inquiries was a purely discretionary 
order. He did not think it was fair that 
the cost should be imposed upon the 
local education authority in all cases, 
because an inquiry would be an ex- 
pensive matter for them in any event. 
He thought they ought to consent to a 
discretionary order to impose costs 
against any of the parties in the usual 
The words proposed by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Cambridge University were not dis- 
eretionary but mandatory, and under 
his Amendment the Board of Education 
would be compelled to impose the costs 
upon the local education authority. 
He thought the Board of Education 
should have the same power in this 
matter as any other Government De- 
partment. 
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Sir JOHN GORST said that as the 
First Lord of the Treasury had just 
returned to the Treasury Bench he 
would briefly repeat the grounds for pro- 
posing his Amendment. The Govern. 
ment proposed that the Board of 
Education might order a_ public in- 
quiry into the question of the separation 
of the trust in order that they might 
be able to devote a part to maintenance 
and to future repairs. A proposal was 
made by hon. Members opposite that 
in case the local education authority so 
wished, it Ought to be permitted to 
demand an inquiry, and the argument 
used by hon. Members opposite was that 
as the local authority would be willing 
to pay the costs there would be a perfect 
safeguard that no unnecessary inquiries 
would be demanded. When that was 
agreed to by his hon. friend the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education, who 
suggested an Amendment to carry out 
that view, he proposed to add a few 
words to ensure that where the local 
education authority forced the Board 
of Education to institute an inquiry it 
should pay the costs, and such inquiries 
should be held at the expense of the 
local education authority demanding the 
inquiry. Then an objection to this was 
raised by hon. Gentlemen on _ the 
opposite side. 


Stir WILLIAM ANSON said that 
what they were most concerned 
about was that under no circumstances 
should the authority bear the cost. He 
thought they might very well leave the 
question to the discretion of the Board of 
Education, because the Amendment sug- 
gested by his right hon. friend would 
create a good deal of unnecessary 
machinery. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he was sur- 
prised at the zeal displayed by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Cam- 
bridge University for putting the costs 
on the local education authority. 


Sm JOHN GORST replied that, as the 
hon. Member opposite had not been 
present during the whole of this dis- 
cussion, he was afraid he did not know 
what had happened. The whole argu- 


ment of hon. Gentlemen opposite had | 
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been that there was no danger in allow- 
ing the local education authority to force 
an unnecessary inquiry because it would 
be restrained by reason of having to pay 
the costs. 


Dr. MACNAMARA reminded the right 
hon. Gentleman that he had been present 


, during the whole of the discussion. 


If no reference was made in Clause 12 
to expenses, why should they introduce 
that matter here? He agreed with the 
suggestion of the Parliamentary Secretary 
of the Board of Education, but if they 
introduced the words proposed by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Cambridge University, or any other 
phrase of that kind, they would mulct 
the local authority in a very large sum of 
money. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS suggested 
to the Government that the proper 
way of dealing with the matter was 
to leave the Clause without any reference 
to the costs at all, and, if on considera- 
tion before the Report stage, they thought 
that any provision should be made in 
regard to costs, they should make it a 
general provision, such as was proposed 
by his hon. friend. It should be a pro- 
vision similar to that contained in the 
Public Health Act. What was proposed 
here was to insert a reference to costs 


in respect of one sort of public inquiry, 


whereas there were two other sorts of 
public inquiries provided for in the Bill 
and in respect of which there was no 
reference to costs at all. There ought 
to be a general provision about costs, 
which would apply to all forms of public 
inquiry which might be held under the 
powers conferred by the Bill. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RopverT FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) said 
he was in the House when the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Aber- 
deen made the suggestion that if the 
local education authority asked for an 
inquiry they should have it, and that 
they should bear the costs. He believed 
that in nine cases out of ten where ques- 
tions arose no local inquiry would be 
necessary at all. If the local education 
authority desired an inquiry, they ought 
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to say that they were ready to bear the 
costs, and that would afford a sort of 
test whether there was any substantial 
reason to suppose that the people of the 
locality were of opinion that an inquiry 
should be held. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire) said he could not think of 
any easier way of choking off a rea 


grievance than by telling the local edu- | 


cation authority that they might be liable 
for some indefinite amount forcosts. He 
knew a case where a parish was anxious 


to have an inquiry into the administra- | 


tion of a certain charity, and,-on being 
asked to hold an inquiry, the Board of 
Education assented on condition that 
security was given for the costs. When 
the Board was asked what the costs were 
likely to be, no satisfactory answer could 
be obtained. For that reason he thought 
it would be most impolitic to impose on 
the locality the burden of paying the 
costs in all cases. 
willing to accede to the proposal that 
the awarding of costs should be in the 
discretion of the Department. 


{COMMONS} 


He sheuld be quite | 
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i= on this matter. He wished to call 
| attention to the fact that if the Com- 
'mittee passed any such provision here, 
| doubt would be cast on the question of 
/costs under Clause 11, which gave 
_ power to the Board of Education to hold 
|an inquiry where the local education 
_authority failed to perform their duty. 
| He should have thought that the simplest 
|course for settling this matter would 
|have been to accept the suggestion of 
the Parliamentary Secretary of the Board 
of Education. 


| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the sug- 
_ gestion made from this side of the House 
was a perfectly practical one, and it was 
in accordance with the precedents in 
regard to inquiries ordered by the Local 
Government Board and the Board of 
Trade. These Departments had discre- 
tion to impose costs in connection with 
local inquiries, and what was wanted 
was that similar discretion should be 
given to the Board of Education. 


(10.3) Question put. 





Mr. BRYCE said that he did not The Committee divided:—Ayes, 188; 
withdraw from anything he had formerly | Noes, 90. (Division List No. 549.) 
AYES. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B, (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 


Sir ty Finlay 





Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranbirne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar,SirT.R. (TowerHamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dorington, Rt.Hon.Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 








Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml'ts 
Gore, HnG. h.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Greene,SirEW (B’ryS. Edm’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 





Cah fmmed freed feed freee formed freed freee ferme freed formed feed eee een eee. eee tes 


1320 


» call 
Com- 
here, 
yn of 
gave 
hold 
ation 
luty. 
plest 
ould 
on of 
joard 


sug- 
ouse 
was 


socal 
d of 
scre- 
with 
nted 
1 be 


188; 


aTS- 
lore 


win 
[art 
n 


WV.) 
ard 


yne 


yse- 
non 


ick 
ts 
lop 
lon 
im 
nds 


1321 Education 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton,Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. ) 
Hope,J F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Hen 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heyw 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareliam 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale. John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
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Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(IsleofWight 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,A bel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Tully, Jasper 
Valentia, Piecseet 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby, Lt-ColA.C. E.(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Randles, John 8. Whiteley, H(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Rankin, Sir James | Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Remnant, James Farquharson | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge | Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas.Thomson | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) | Wilson-Todd,Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. | Wylie, Alexander 

topner, Colonel Robert | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux | ‘TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- | Sir Alexander Acland- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 
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Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn.J. Scott (Hants.) 
More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertPike(Darlington 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

















NOES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) ; Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Allan, Sir William(Gateshead) | Hayne, Rt Hon. Charles Seale- 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.Stroud | Helme, Norval Watson 
Ashton, Thomas Gair Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H, 
Barran, Rowland Hirst | Holland, Sir William Henry 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Horniman, Frederick John 
Bell, Richard | Kearley, Hudson E. 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling | Langley, Batty . 
brigg, John | Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh | Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Burns, John | Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Burt, Thomas Leng, Sir John 

Caldwell, James Lewis, John Herbert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Lough, Thomas 

Causton, Richard Knight Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Cawley, Frederick M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Channing, Francis Allston M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | Markham, Arthur Basil 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Moss, Samuel 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Newnes, Sir George 

Dunean, J. Hastings Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Edwards, Frank Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Fenwick, Charles Partington, Oswald 

Fuller, J. M. F. Paulton, James Mellor 
Furness, Sir Christopher Pease, J. A. (Safiron Walden) 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn | Philipps, John Wynford 
Grant, Corrie Price, Robert John 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) | Rea, Russell 

Grey, Rt. Hon.Sir E.( Berwick) | Reckitt, Harold James 
Griffith, Ellis J. | Rickett, J. Compton 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton | Rigg, Richard 
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Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

toberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RtHnC. R.(Northants 
Taylor, TheodoreC. (Radclitie) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson,Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Liloyd-George and 
Mr. Samuel Evans. 
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Word, as amended, inserted. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that in drafting 
the Amendment he now moved, he had 
followed the precedent set by the 
Government in Olause 10 of the Bill, 
where it was laid down that the Board 
of Education should have regard to 
certain main principles. He proposed 
now that the Board of Education, in 
deciding any difference, should be guided 
by the financial interests of the two 
bodies in a particular school. He could 
not conceive a more equitable principle 
than that to guide the Board of Edi - 
cation in cases where no guidance 
was given them by the trust as to 
the disposition of theendowment. Surely 
it would be more reasonable that the 
Board of Education should determine 
the amount or cost which the local 
authority had to bear relating to the 
school, and, on the other hand, the 
amount that fell on the managers 
for keeping the _ buildings in 
repair. In that way substantial justice 
would be done as between the two 
parties. It must be remembered that 
whatever was given to the education 
authority was really not diverted from 
the purposes of the trust, for it would 
come back again; but whatever was 
given to the managers would really be 
lost for the general purposes of the 
endowment, and would only go in the 
relief of subscribers to the voluntary 
schools. He submitted that, as the Board 
of Education must have some guiding 
principle in determining the proportion 
that was to go to each of the parties to 
the dispute, the only right line on which 
that proportion should be determined 
was the proportion of cost the two 
parties would have to bear in the main- 
tenance of the school. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* After the words last inserted, to insert the 
words, ‘in determining any difference under 
this section, the Board of Education shall have 
regard to the proportion in which the whole 
cost of the school is met out of funds provided 
by the local education authority and the 
managers __ respectively.’ ””—(Mr. 


foundation 
M‘Kenna.) 


{COMMONS} 
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Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said he 
thought that the line which the hon, 
Member wished to give to the inquiry 
to be conducted by the Board of Education 
was hardly relevant to the subject of 
the Clause and of the inquiry which was 
to be directed by the Board of Education. 
Inquiry as to what was the origin of the 
trust and the original intention of the 
donor would be necessary, though some- 
times difficult, but an inquiry into the 
respective needs of the claimants was 
irrelevant. What the hon. Member pro- 
posed to put before the Board of Education 
would be very much as if a judge were 
instructed to inquire which of two liti- 
gants wanted the money most. The 
inquiry should be which of the parties 
was entitled to the money, and not which of 
the two was the hungrier for the endow- 
ment. The Government could not accept 
the Amendment. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said if the sole 
inquiry was as to which of the two parties 
was the hungrier, he thought that there 
could be no doubt at all that the Church 
would be found to be the hungrier. 
Wherever booty was to be obtained, the 
Church party was after it: they were the 
disciples of the loaves and the fishes, and 
of the person who kept the purse. 
{ MINISTERIAL cries of “ Oh, oh.”] These 
observations, however, were not very 
relevant to the Amendment, but they had 
been called forth by the remarks of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. The question before 
the Committee was whether or not there 
should be any guiding principle at all 
to the Board of Education. The hon. 
Baronet said that that was very like 
going before a judge and asking him to 
decide which of the party would like to 
have the booty ; but wherever a question 
in regard to money arose before a judge, 
what he had to direct his mind to was, 
who, according to the law, was entitled to 
the money? But there was no material 
in the trust deed to guide the Board of 
Education, and the very reason why the 
Amendment was necessary was, that in 
the absence of any provision in the trust 
deed, there ought to be some basis by 
which the Board, in their judgment, 
determined that one of the Party should 
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get a tenth and the other nine-tenths, 
and on what ground. He did not know 
whether his hon. friend’s method was the 
best one, but it seemed equitable. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD said that the hon. 
Gentleman had declared that he was in 
favour of some principle—he did not 
care what it was. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he accepted 
the principle in the Amendment if the 
hon. Gentleman could not propose a 
better. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD said they might as 
well suppose that the Board of Education 
would decide a dispute by a toss-up. It 
should be remembered that the circum- 
stances of endowments and localities were 
infinitely various. He knew of various 
cases in which such an Amendment would 
operate with great injustice. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH said that 
after all some principle would be better 
than no principle at all. It had been said 


that the Board of Education should have , 
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|a free hand, but there was an exact 
precedent for this Amendment in an 
Amendment introduced by the Prime 
Minister in regard to the election of 
managers. The right hon. Gentleman’s 
Amendment set forth: “In making an 
Order under this Section with regard to 
any school, the Board of Education should 
have regard to the principles on which the 
education given in the school has been 
conducted in the past.” The Board of 
| Education was to have regard to parti- 
cular circumstances, and that was 
all that was asked in his hon. friend’s 
Amendment. He submitted that the 
Board of Education was not to be 
allowed a free hand. He must say that 
under the last Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council he had no con- 
fidence in it at all. It might not be 
much to give the Board of Education a 
guiding principle, or guiding hand, but, 
at any rate, it would embarrass them to 
depart from it. 


(10.33.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 93 ; 
Noes, 203. (Division List No. 550.) 


AYES. 


\braham, William (Rhondda) ; Fuller, J. M. F. 
Allan, SirWilliam (Gateshead) | Furness, Sir Christopher 


Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 





Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beil, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edvrards, Frank 
Evans,SirFrancisH. (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 


| 





Gladstone, Kt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth. L. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 

Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil Williams 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 


2Z2 





Philipps, John Wynford 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw, (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C. R( Northants 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. M‘Kenna and Mr. 
Ellis Griffith. 
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Wilson, Fred, W.(Norfolk,Mid) | 
| Wilson, HenryJ. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
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Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke | (York, E.R.) 





Whiteley, Geo. (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, August asHnry Eden 
Anson, Sir w illiam Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balear res, Lord 
salfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
salfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW. (Leeds |( 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Srodrick, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, Ww illiam James 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, KtHn.J.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, lrwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranberne, Viscount 
Cubitt. Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHvratioD. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar, ‘sw. R.(TowerHamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. W ingfield- 
Dimedale,Sir Jose sph, C ockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFr'd Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE. 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Ret. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants,W.) 
Fardell, Sir 'T.tGeorge 


Yoxall, James Henry 


NOES. 


|Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
\Fineh, George H. 
|Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
\Fison, Frederick William 
'FitzGeral: i, SirRobert Penrose- 
\Fitzroy, Hon. Edward: Algernon 
\Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
|Galloway, William Johnson 
Ganiner. Ernest 
\Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon.H.A.G. (CityofLond 
\Godson,SirA ugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans- (T’rH’mlets 
(Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby- -(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
(Gosc ‘hen, Hon. George Joachim 
|Greene,SirE W (B’ryS,Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
\Grenfell, William Henry 
\Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
|Hamilton, Rt HnLord G(Midd’x 
‘Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
‘Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
‘Hare, Thomas Leigh 
‘Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
\Hay, Hon. Claude George 
‘Heath, Arthur cnc 
|Helder, Augustus 
|Henderson, Sir Alexander 
‘Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
|Hoare, Sir Samuel 
|Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E. 
|Hope,J F. (Sheftield, Brightside 
'Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henr v 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
‘Hudson, George Bickersteth 
jJebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 
|Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir JohnH. 
‘Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
‘King, Sir Henry Seymour 
(Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liv erpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
iL ee, Arthur. (Hants,Fareham 
sigh Reameth Henry Currie 
|Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
\Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, ( ‘ol. Charles W.(Evesham 
[Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
\Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
{Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 





~— 


{Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
(M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 


Majendie, James A. H 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt.J asper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray,RtHn. A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington 
Pemberton, Johan 8. G. 
Perey, Earl 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridle 2y, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
topner, Colonel Robert 
tound, Rt. Hon. James 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, “ay Samuel Alexander 
Seott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(IsleotW ight 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,Abel H. (Hertford,East) 
Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt HnJG(Oxt’d Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Perey M 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, pe John Batty 
Tully, Jasper 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH. 


| Warde, Colonel C, E. 
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Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 


Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH said he would 
not move the Amendment standing in 
his name, in order to afford an oppor- 
tunity for the discussion of the impor- 
tant Amendment in the name of the 
right hon. Gentleman, the Member for 
East Somerset. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said that his Amendment dealt 
with a practical point in the Clause. Its 


object was to provide a proper way of | 


dealing with those endowments which 


were too large to be devoted to the rates | 


in the rough-and-ready manner proposed 
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Webb, Colonel William George | Willox, Sir John Archibald 

y Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd | Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Whiteley,H (Asht’n-und-Lyne | Wodehouse,Rt.Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley,Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
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Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 





TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 





| year to be dealt with under sub-Section 2. 
In this parish a threepenny rate produced 
| only £20 a year, and therefore £150 would 
be equivalent to something approaching 
a two shilling rate. The effect of sub- 
| Section 2 would be to devote to the rates 
a larger amount than the new burden of 
'the rates was likely to amount to, and 

they would be giving a considerable 
benefit to the ratepayers after discharging 
all the new liabilities which fell upon them 
under the Bill. Some people imagined 
that a charity for the relief of the poor 
ought to go to the ratepayers, but that 


_ he believed to be a fallacy. The poor of 


. ’ } ° e . Pp 
by the Clause. Those acquainted with |@ parish might be ratepayers, but as a 
the different endowments would agree | rule they were not ; and in most cases the 
that there were deeds of a varied and | P0or were much more numerous than the 


complex character which could not well ratepayers. A provision like this, which 
be dealt with in such a very summary | said that educational endowments should 


fashion as was proposed in sub-Section | be devoted to the aid of the a 1 
neither consistent with equity nor with the 


| principles on which charities had been ad- 
| ministered for many years in this country. 
/The County Council would have no 
statutory power to apply to the Board 
of Education for a new scheme unless 


2. In some cases those endowments | 


were of a very considerable size. Amon 

the list of such endowments which he 
had there was one in Hampshire of the | 
value of £183 a year. He had exa- | 


mined the accounts of the school and 





he found that the amount spent on | words like his were inserted. The object 
repairs last year was £28, more than £100 | of the wees was to enable the County 
on salaries, and £33 on furnishing. The | Council in places such as he had indicated 
latter items would in future fall on the | * @PPly to the Board of Education os 
local authority. It was obvious that confirm a scheme under which the 
there must be a large proportion of the | money might go not entirely in aid of 
endowment which could not be dealt with | rates, but the surplus might be devoted 
by the managers. In that school there|to those various educational purposes 
were only 42 children, though there was | which might benefit the inhabitants of 
accommodation for 70. Supposing a | the parish. None of them wished to 





repair fund of £20 or £30 a year was set take the money away from the parish, 
aside, there would be a sum of £15ua | but they all wished to see that the money 
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was not wasted, and not 
to aclass which the founder did not 
intend to benefit. It could not 
be right to give a bonus to the rate- 
payers out of money intended for 
educational endowments. To the objec- 
tion that the trustees might themselves 
apply, he replied that the trustees might 
have no interest to apply. Their interest 
might be adverse, they might be the 
largest ratepayers inthe parish, and 
trustees were but human. The local 
authority, on the other hand, would 
have the interest and the duty to apply, 
and they were the body that ought to 
have the right of going to an impartial 
authority like the Board of Education 
and asking fora scheme. The Board of 
Education would have to consult the 
Parish Council under the Local Govern- 
ment Act; and, therefore, the voice of 
the parish would be heard ; the voice of 
the local education authority would be 
heard ; and the matter would be decided 
by the Board of Education. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Tn line 14, at end, to insert the words ‘to 
the parish or parishes served by the school, and 
shall, unless otherwise applied in pursuance of 
a scheme made by the Board of Education on 
the application of the County Council, be 
applied.’”—(Mr. Henry Hobhouse.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 


be there inserted.” 


*Srr WILLIAM ANSON said that the 
object of the right hon. Gentleman was 
one with which the Government and the 
House would entirely sympathise, but he 
did not think this Amendment carried 
The effect of the 


Amendment would be to seize on a 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse. 


the object into effect. 


{COMMONS} 
devoted | 
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portion of the endowment on its way 
from the trustees to the local education 
authority and the overseers ; and to turn 
it to some purpose such as his right hon, 
friend had described. He agreed that 
provision should be made whereby persons 
interested, namely the parishioners, in 
the matter should be consulted, but any- 
how the objection which the Government 
felt to the Amendment was that it dealt 
with only a portion of the endowments 
and not with the endowments as a whole. 
It was possible where an endowment was 
‘over £100 for the Board of Education to 
take the initiative, and deal with it by a 
scheme ; and in the case of an endowment 
under £100, the governors or trustees 
could take the matter up; but to take 
only a portion of the endowment, and deal 
with it by means of a scheme which seemed. 
to him to be a piecemeal method of deal- 
ing with a large subject, was not only not 
satisfactory but would tend to frustrate 
any subsequent scheme that might be put 
forward for dealing with endowments as 
a whole. For those reasons the Govern- 
| ment could not accept the Amendment. 


| 


Mr. BRYCE said he profoundly 
regretted the pronouncement just made 
on behalf of the Government. Last 

, night they had pointed out—and it was 
not seriously contested by hon. Members 
opposite—that the proposal to apply 

_ these educational charities to relieve the 
subscribers or the ratepayers was to do 
violence to the intention of the founders, 

and to sanction a breach of trust on the 

part of the House of Commons. To- 

‘night he was more than ever grieved 
that the hon. Gentleman representing 


_the Government proposed to prevent 


| this money, which might do such 
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inestimable good to the poorest classes in| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he thought 
the rural districts, being applied to help the Committee was entitled, if only out 
elementary children to receive the| of mere courtesy, to an expression of 
tincture of secondary education, and to opinion from the hon. Gentleman in 
take the money and apply it to the relief | charge of the Bill regarding the Amend- 
of well-to-do people. Nothing could be | ment of his right hon. friend. There was 
more regrettable in the whole course of | plenty of time to enable the hon. Gentle- 
the Bill. It marked the abandonment | man to say whether he accepted it or not. 


of an admirable opportunity of perma-| As the hon. Gentleman would not reply, 
In order to he would support the Amendment of his 
right hon. friend ; and give a few reasons 


Jducation 


nently helping the people. 
put on record the serious view which the 
Opposition took of this matter, he would | for doing so. 
move an Amendment on behalf of his | 
hon. friend, the Member for Poplar to | 


strengthen the Amendment by inserting > ing. Te Re ee, 


| Chairman, in pursuance of the Order of 
the House of the 11th instant, proceeded 
forthwith to put the Question on the 
Amendment already proposed from the 


words to make it general in its applica- 


tion. He had no time to do more. 





Amendment proposed to the proposed 


Amendment— 


Chair and on the New Clauses proposed 


by the Government. 


“To leave out the words ‘unless other- 
wise’ and insert the word ‘ be.’”—(Mr. Bryce.) 


(11.1) Question put. 


Question proposed, “That the words 


proposed to be left out stand part of the | 


proposed Amendment.” 


Acland- Hood, Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusH nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 





Noes, 97. 


AYES. 


Beckett, Ernest William 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C,W,(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 203 ; 
(Division List No. 551.) 


Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry . 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,Sir Horatio D(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Coc <tield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.SirJohn E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 








1335 Education {COMMONS} 


Bill. 1336 


Doxford, SirWilliam Theodore ; Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T.(Denbigh | Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop | Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


Dyke, Rt. Hn.Sir William Hart | King, Sir Henry Seymonr 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | Lawson, John Grant 

Fardell, Sir T. George | Lee, Arthur H(Hants,Fareham 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

| Ropner, Colonel Robert 

| Round, Rt. Hon. James 

| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Fergusson, Rt.Hn,SirJ,(Mane’r | Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Finch, George H. | Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Fisher, William Hayes | Lockie, John 

Fison, Frederick William 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. ae W.) 
| Sesly,Maj J.E. B(isle of Wight 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- | Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham | Smith,Abel H. (Hertford, East 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 


Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkmar 


Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William | 
Galloway,{William Johnson | 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William H 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Godson, SirAugustusF rederick 
Gore,HnG,R.C.Ormsby-(Salod 
Gore,Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Lince. ) 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,SirE W(B'ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHn Lord G(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. | 
Hay, Hon. Claude ae 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higginbottom, 8. W. Plummer, Walter R. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm, Henry | Pretyman, Ernest George 
Hozier,Hn. James Henry Cecil | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Hudson, George Bickersteth | Purvis, Robert 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | Randles, John S. 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. | Rankin, Sir James 

Johnstone, Heywood | Remnant, James Farquharson 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. | Ridley,Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 


Snr ase Hon. Alfred 
acdona, John Cumming 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,Charles P (Glouc.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley. Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. tion. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

a Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fuller, J. M. F. 








| Smith, HC(Northm’b,Tyneside 
| Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. ) 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | Spear, John Ward 
| Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | Stock, James Henry 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire | Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 


| Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Montagu, Hon. J.Scott(Hants) | Tuke, Sir John Batty 


| Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Murray, Rt Hn A Graham(Bute | Webb,Colonel William George 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 


| Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Taunt’n 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
| Whiteley,H.(Ash:onund.Lyne 
| Williams, Colone! R. (Dorset) 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 

| Willox, Sir John Archibald 

| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n | Wilson-Todd, Win. H. ( Yorks.) 


| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
| Wortley,Rt.Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
| Wylie, Alexander 

| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 

| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


| 
| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse and 
| Mr. Bond. 


Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon.Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heime, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 





Langley, Batty 





1336 


ison 


1ey) 


dd 





1337 Edweation 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir CharlesBenjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 


(11.13) 
words be there inserted.” 


Question put, 


Abraham, Willian (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouc.,Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

3utcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M, Vaugham-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Dorington, Kt. Hon.Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 





“That those | 





{18 NovEMBER 1902} 


Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHaC. R. (Northants 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
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| Tennant, Harold John 

Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George(York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 109; 


Noes, 194. (Division List No. 552.) 


AYES. 


Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 


Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Long, Sir John 

Lewis, Join Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
-artington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

tea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

toberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Sehwann, Charles E. 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C. R( Northants 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radclifie) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, F. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,F. Freeman-(Hastings 
| Thomson, F. W. (York, W. ht 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Weir, James Galloway 
White,’George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R., 
Whiteley,George(York,W.2 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
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Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
AllhusenA ugustus Henry Kden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
3ain, Colonel James Robert 
daird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Beresford,LordCharles William 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Sousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel] Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranhorne, Viscount 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Davies,Sir HoratioD(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-HartlandSirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ. (Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy,Hon.Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 


_ {COMMONS} 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


NOES. 


Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gore,HnG. R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 


| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Jettreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohn H. 


Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) . 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.( Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Killop, Jamen(Stirlingshize} 
Majendie, James A. 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute | 


Bill. 1340 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse and 
Mr. Bond. 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


| Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 


Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 


| Nicholson, William Graham 


| 


| 


Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Relleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 


| Round, Rt. Hon. James 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Saniuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, MajJ.E. B. (Isle of Wight 
Smith, Abel H.'(Hertford,East 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir WillamH 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt. -Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H(Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Lath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 
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1341 Education 
(11.23) Question put 


{18 NovEmBer 1902} 
“That the 


Bill 1342 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 212 ; 


Clause, as amended, be added to the Bill.” | Noes, 95. (Division List. No. 553.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusH’nryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-lorster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John } 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Kobert | 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth &.(Christch. ) | 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William | 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel] Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas | 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham | 
Denny, Colonel | 
Dickson, Charles Scott | 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dix’n | 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


AYES, 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Faber, Edmund B. (Hants,W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnsen 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H(City of Lond. 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon. 8. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
| Greene, Sir E W( gi ea 
| Greene, Henry D. (Sh 


rewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLord Gj Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 


| Harris, Frederick Leverton 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 


| Helder, Augustus 


Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henr 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohn H. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawson, John Grant 








Doxford, Sir William Theodore | Lee, ArthurH. (Hants, Fareham 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Dyke, Rt Hon.SirWilliamHart | Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 





Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. CharlesW, (Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott(Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 


Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Waiter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 

temnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj. J. E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, H C(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
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Stanley,Edward Jas. (Somerset | Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) Walker, Col. William Hall 
Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M. | Walrond, RtHonSirWilliamH. 
Stock, James Henry Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) | Webb, Colonel William George 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(OxfdUniv. Welby,Lt-Col. A.C.E(Taunton 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) | Whiteley,H(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Thornton, Perey M. | Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. | Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Tritton, Charles Ernest Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 
Tuke, Sir John Batty Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Valentia, Viscount Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


NOES. 


Abraham William (Rhondda) , Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen,Charles P(Glouce. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie teckitt, Harold James 
Griffith, Ellis J. Rickett, J. Compton 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton Rigg, Richard 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Ru. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M ‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Sanibel 

Newnes, Si) George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 


Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 
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Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hon. E.R(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 





Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale | 


Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) | 


| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

Roberts, John'H. (Denbighs) 

| Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 

| Schwann, Charles E. 

| Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 

| Shackleton, David James 

| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 

| Shipman, Dr. John G. 

| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

| Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R(Northants 

| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 

| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 

| Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 

Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 

| Thomson, F. W. (York,W.R.) 

| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Weir, James Galloway 

| White, George (N orfolk) 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

Whiteley, George,( York W.R.) 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 

| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

Yoxall, James Henry 





TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. HerbertGladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 





New Clause (local authority’s mana- 
gers)—(Sir Villiam Anson)—added. 


New Clause (grouping of schools under 
one management)— (Sir William Anson) 


—added. 


Committee report Progress: to sit 


again Tomorrow 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS AMEND 
MENT (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed for 


| Tomorrow 


_ Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th October 


last, adjourned the House without 
Question put. 
Adjourned at twenty minutes 


before Twelve o'clock, 


An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Specch indicates revision by the Member 
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Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Specch indicates revision by the Member. 





Questions. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 19th November, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


1345 {19 NovEMBER 1902} Questions. 1346 


CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES, 
1901. 


Copies presented, of Census of England 
and Wales, 1901 (Counties of Northamp- 
ton, Cornwall, Monmouth, and Berks) 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 





PETITIONS. 
eons QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Caithness, in favour; to | 
lie upon the Table. 





Education Bill—Clause 2—Evening 
Cortinuation Schools. 

Sm JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
DOGS REGULATION BILL Leominster): To ask the First Lord of 
<co eee meet uit ‘ 'the Treasury whether there is any pro- 
. Petition from Caithness, in favour; to yision in the Education Bill, or else- 
lie upon the Table. |where, to enable a local education 
/authority to teach elementary subjects, 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) paid for out of funds set apart for 





= mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
q 


BILL. 


Petitions against: from Greenfield ; 
and Manchester ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL, | 
Petition from Caithness, in favour; to | 
lie upon the Table. 


| 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS | 
| 


ON SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Redhill, in favour; to) 


lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EAST INDIA (SANITARY MEASURES). | Salonica, and Smyrna; 


higher education, in evening continua- 
tion schools, without contravening the 
meaning of Clause 2 of the Bill. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) There 
is no such express provision. Whether 
any provision is in fact necessary, 
having regard to the words of Clause 2, 
is at present under consideration. 


British Postal Orders from Turkey. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
'bury): To ask the Postmaster General 
|'whether he is aware that 20s. postal 
| orders cannot be purchased at the 
| British post-offices at Constantinople, 
and, seeing 


Copy presented, of Report on Sanitary ‘that the French post-offices in Turkey 


Measures in India in 1900-1901, Vol. | 
XXXIV. [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Copy presented, of Grants for School 
Teachers’ Houses, 1843-1881 [by Com- 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 


Copies presented, of Minute sanction- 
ing the subjects to be taught under 
Clause 8 of the Technical Instruction 
Act, 1889, for the following counties :— 

County of Carmarthen (First Minute), | 

dated 21st October, 1902 ; 
County of Salop (Fifth Minute), dated 
21st October, 1902; 

County of Glamorgan (Twelfth Minute), 
dated 15th October, 1902 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


VOL. CXIV. [FouRTH SERIES. ] 





charge the same commission on money 


_orders there for France as is charged 


in France itself, he will, with a view to 
encourage British trade, give similar 
opportunities. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Iam aware that postal orders for 20s. 
cannot be purchased at the British post- 
offices at Constantinople, Salonica, and 
Smyrna. The rates of commission 
charged at those offices for the issue of 
money orders are the same as are 
charged in this country for money 
orders payable at places abroad, and 
it is not proposed to interfere with them. 
According to the latest information in 
my possession the rates of commission 
charged on money orders issued at 
French post-offices in foreign countries 
for sums of £1 and over are higher than 
the French inland rates. 


3A 








1347 Questions. 
Post Office a Bank Deposits—Rates 
Interest. 


the Postmaster General, having regard 


to the fact that, in the case of accounts | 
in the Post Office Savings Bank, fractions | 


of £1 do not receive interest, and that 


the £ must have been on deposit a clear | 


calendar month to secure interest, will 
he state the amount actually credited by 
way of interest in the books of the 
Department to the 805,436 accounts 
which are stated to have shown balances 
over £50 during the year 1899, and will 
he quote the total amount credited by 
way of interest during that year to the 
whole of the 8,046,680 accounts open. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 

The total amount of interest credited to 
all depositors in the Post Office Savings 
Bank for the year 1899 was £3,023,821. 
No figures are at present available to 
show how much of this sum was credited 
to accounts having balances over £50, 
and to obtain the desired information 
would involve an amount of labour and 
expense which I should not be justified 
in incurring. 


Telegraph Learners—Starting Pay. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask the Postmaster General whether he 
will explain why the starting pay of 
telegraph learners has been raised in 
some of the largest offices in England, 
and whether he is prepared to extend 
the concession to the remainder of the 
offices throughout the country. 


(Answered hy Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
As stated in the House on the 30th 
June last, a change has been temporarily 
made at some of the largest offices under 
exceptional circumstances, and it is not 
proposed to extend the change elsewhere. 


Scottish Harbour Grants. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade, in view of the fact 
that the Committee appointed in 1899 
have received ten applications for grants 
in aid of harbours in Scotland, will he 
state the names of the places for which 
grants were refused. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
names of the places in Scotland for which 
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grauts were refused are (1) Auchmithie 
(2) Boddam (Aberdeen) ; (3) 
Broadbay (Ross and Cromarty); (4) 
Buckpool (Banff) ; (5) Dunbeath (Caith- 
ness); (6) North Knapdale (Argyle) ; 
(7) Portmahomack (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
(8) Valtos (Ross and Cromarty.) 


Poultry Breeding in Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR : To ask the Lord Advocate 
whether he has any official reports show- 
ing the results of the efforts of the 
Congested Districts Board in the Island 
of Lewis to improve the breed of poultry ; 
and will he state how many sittings of 
eggs have been sent to the Island of 
Lewis this year. 


(Answered by Mr.A.Graham Murray.) It 
is very difficult for the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board to get replies to their 
inquiries from the recipients of eggs, but 
the general effect of those received is 
favourable. One hundred and forty-two 
fowls and forty sittings of eggs were 
applied for and sent to Lewis in the 
earlier half of 1902. 


Port Ness (Lewis) Harbour. 

Mr. WEIR : To askthe Lord Advocate 
if he will state the name of the engineer 
who has been deputed to report on the 
condition of the harbour at Port Ness, 
Island of Lewis ; and will he state when 
this gentleman proposes to visit the 
harbour. 


{Answered by Mr. Graham A. Murray.) 
Mr. William Shield. The actual date 
of his visit has not yet been definitely 
settled, but will probably be before the 
end of the year. 


Inland Revenue (Ireland)—Game Licences. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, N.): To 
ask the Secretary to the ‘Treasury 
whether any precautions are taken by 
the Inland Revenue Department to 
ensure that those who shoot game in 
Ireland are provided with a game 
certificate ; whether the attention of the 
Department has been directed to evasions 
of the law in King’s County; and 
whether any steps have been taken in 
relation thereto. 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes-Fisher.) The 
officers of Inland Revenue in Ireland, 
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with the co-operation of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary, take every precaution 
against evasions of the Game Licence 
Laws. The attention of the Board of 
Inland Revenue has nct been specially 
drawn to evasions of these laws in King’s 
County. 


Civil Service Abstractors. 

Mr SKEWES-COX (Surrey, King- 
ston): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether, seeing that in the 
Treasury, Colonial Office, Customs, 
Scotch Office, and Seamen’s Registry, 
&e., Office certain assistant clerks 
(abstractor class) are in receipt of personal 
allowances or gratuities of £20 and £30 
per annum, he will consider the advis- 
ability of extending this privilege to 
abstractors of meritorious service in other 
offices on the recommendation of the 
head of a Department. 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes-Fisher.) The 
Treasury is always ready to consider a re- 
commendation from the head of a Depart- 
ment for an improvement in the position 
of an abstractor who is employed on 
work of a class higher than could other- 
wise be fairly required of him. 


Poor Law—Proposed Central 
Superannuation Pund. 

Mr. FREEMAN THOMAS (Hastings) : 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if his attention has been 
directed to resolutions recently passed by 
various poor law unions and conferences 
in favour of a central superannuation 
fund, and if in any Amendment of the 
Superannuation Act it will be made 
compulsory for poor law officers to retire 
at sixty-five: and whether, seeing that 
there are clerks connected with some 
unions who are nearly eighty years of 
age, the Local Government Board will 
suggest to the local board of guardians 
the need for paying greater attention to 
the retiring section of the Act. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) My 
attention has been called to resolutions 
passed on the subject of a central 
superannuation fund. As to the second 
point, Iam not aware that there is any 
proposal to amend the Poor Law Officers’ 
Superannuation Act in the direction 
referred to. As regards the concluding 
part of the Question, it is competent to a_ 
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board of guardians to require any officer 
who has attained the age of sixty-five to 
retire if they consider that this would 
be expedient in the interests of the public 
service. It does not at present seem to 
me necessary to communicate generally 
with boards of guardians on this subject ; 
but if representations were made to me 
that any particular officer is by reason of 
old age unfit for the discharge of his duties 
I would give the matter my attention. 


Unpublished Reciprocal Agreements 
with Foreign Powers. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
To ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether His Majesty’s 
Government has given any pledges or 
entered into any reciprocal agreements 
with any Foreign Power in regard to 
China or Japan, of which this House has 
not been made cognisant; whether it 
has given any such pledges or entered 
into any such reciprocal agreements in 
regard to the Mediterranean or to any 
country abutting on it with any Foreign 
Power of which this House has not been 
made cognisant. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) I 
venture to hope that the hon. Gentleman 
will forgive me if I am only able to reply 
that I have no statement to make upon 
the inquiry which he has addressed to 
me. Any other reply, he will allow me 
to say, would be contrary to public 
interest. 


Ireland—Conduct of Police at Rath- 

cormac. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
Co., N.): To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the action 
of the police at Rathcormac on the 9th 
instant, on the occasion of a Gaelic 
tournament held in a paddock rented 
for the purpose by the President of the 
Gaelic Club, when a head constable and 
some policemen refused to pay for admis- 
sion, and forced an entrance into the 
paddock ; and, seeing that meetings of 
the Gaelic Club for various sports are 
held :in Rathcormac week after week, 
will the police be instructed to exercise 
more discretion! with regard to them in 
future. 
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(Answered by Mr Wyndham.) 
police did not use any force in entering 
the field, and no objection was taken to 
their presence by the owner. On many 
occasions 
these tournaments have taken place, and 
it was deemed prudent to have police in 
attendance at the meeting in question. 
They do not unnecessarily intrude on 
such occasions. 


Army Reseniting Epes Close of the 
ar. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War if he will state the number of 


recruits, exclusive of re-engaging Reser- | 
vists, who have been enlisted, since the | 


conclusion of the South African War, 


for the Regulars and Militia respectively, | 


specifying in each case the numbers for 
each arm of the Service, and, in the 
case of the Infantry, the number of 
specials. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The following statement shows 


listed since the conclusion of the South 
African War to lst November, for the 
Regulars and Militia respectively :— 
Regulars: Household Cavalry, 62 ; 
Cavalry of the Line, 2,912; Royal 
Artillery, 5,157 ; Royal Engineers, 626 ; 
Foot Guards, 701 ; Infantry of the Line, 
11,054 ; Army Service Corps, 484 ; Army 
Ordnance Corps, 172; Royal Army 
Medical Corps, 352; Total, 7 21,520. 
Militia: Royal Artillery, 1,217; Royal 
Engineers, 148 ; Infantry, 13,736 ; Royal 
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disturbances arising out of | 


the | 
number of recruits who have been en- | 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The higher rates of pay have not yet 
come fully into force. The standard of 
height has been raised in the case of the 
Hussars from a minimum of 5 feet 2 
inches to 5 feet 4 inches. All other 
physical standards for recruits remain 
unchanged. 


Questions. 


| British Honduras—-Mr. Fenwick’s 
Explorations. 

CoronEL SADLER (Middlesbrough) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he has received the 
report of Mr. Fenwick’s explorations and 
discoveries in British Honduras; and 
whether the names of the places discovered 
will be published in the British Honduras 
Government Gazette. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary;Chamberlain.) 
I have received a Report on the subject 
of the hon. Member’s Question. Mr. 
Fenwick does not appear to have added 
to the existing knowledge of the Colony. 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South Africa—Further Financial 
Assistance for the Boers. 
Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he has received 
a request for further financial assist- 
}ance to the burghers of the Transvaal 
and Orange River Colony in addition to 
the sum already voted by Parliament ; 
and whether he proposes to confer with 
the Boer generals on the subject. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 


Army Medical Corps, 197 ; Total, 15,298. | 
It is not possible to obtain figures for a THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
broken period as to the number of | Birmingham, W.): I have no expectation 





specials without obtaining returns from 
all the districts, for which I am not 
prepared to call. 


Recruiting—Physical Standards, 
Mr. ARTHUR LEE: 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
physical standards for recruits enlisted 
for the Regular and Militia forces have 
been raised since the introduction of the 
higher rates of pay ; and, if so, in what 
particulars. 





+ Exclusive of 964 re-enlisted under Army 
Orders 106 of 1900 and 59 of 1901. 


Te ack the! 


of any further interview before I leave 
‘for South Africa. The views of the 
generals and my reply will be found in 
Cd. 1284. 


Volunteer Officers. 

Sm JOHN LENG (Dundee) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
will state why a distinction was drawn 
between the Volunteer officers who went 
out to South Africa at the beginning of 
the war and those sent out between 
six and eighteen months before it was 
| terminated, to the detriment of the latter 
| in respect both of leave and pay, which 
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were granted on landing to the one and| ;Lorp STANLEY: Will 
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the hon. 


withheld from the other ; why Volunteer Member kindly refer to my right hon. 


officers from the Mother Country were 
less liberally treated than Colonial officers 
in regard to decorations ; and whether it 
is intended to continue the requirement 
that officers holding His Majesty’s Com- 
mission in the auxiliary forces must be 
sworn in by recruiting sergeants as private 
soldiers, and answer the questions in the 


attestation papers, before obtaining tem- | 


porary commissions in the Regular army. 








friend’s reply to a Question put by my 
friend the hon. Member for York, on 
Monday last, + wherein it was stated clearly 
that there was no intention of altering 
the regulations. 


Imperial Yeomanry—Medals. 


Mr. YERBURGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, 


| seeing that certain of the battalions of 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 | Imperial Yeomanry that went to South 


THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Srantey, | Africa in 1902 arrived there too late for 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): As regards | the grant of the Queen’s medal, in con- 
the first part of the Question, no such | sequence of the fact that they had been 
distinction was drawn. The Volunteer kept at Aldershot two months longer 
officers who returned with their units | than it was stated would be the case in 
were given a month’s leave with pay for | the warrant under which they enlisted, 


the purpose of settling up with their men ; | 
those who came home individually were 
released from service from the date of | 
disembarkation, unless retained in South | 
Africa for the public service, when they | 
were given a month’s leave from date of | 
disembarkation. As regards the second | 
part, my right hon. friend gave the hon. 
Member a full reply to a Question which | 
he put on the 12th instant,+ to which I | 
have nothing to add. As regards the | 
third part, the practice was discontinued | 
in 1900. | 

Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, E. R., | 
Buckrose): I beg to ask the Secretary | 
of State for War with respect to the | 
Volunteer officers employed in South 
Africa and who were mentioned in| 
despatches and received rewards, if he | 
will state the number of these officers | 
who served with Volunteer companies and | 
engineer detachments. | 


Lorp STANLEY: I will obtain the | 
information requested by thehon. Member. | 


King’s S§ uth African Medal. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, seeing that, owing to the con- 
ditions under which the King’s South 
African medal is granted, some of the 
Auxiliary forces are debarred from 
receiving it, the conditions may be so 
amended that all those who served in 
South Africa during any portion of His 
Majesty’s reign may receive the medal. 


the same medal could be given to them 


_as was given to the Militia employed at 


Malta. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir; this’ medal 
was given for service in the Mediter- 
ranean, and is not applicable to South 
African service. 


Mr. YERBURGH: I shall take the 
earliest opportunity of drawing attention 
to this matter. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Will the Government not grant them 
some medal ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 


Reservists. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether Reservists who 
took part in the South African Campaign, 
and left the colours with an exemplary, 
very good, or good character, are to be 
re-admitted to the Army if so desirous 
and able to pass the medical examination, 
without distinction as to the date of 
transfer to the Reserve. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. They 
must have been transferred or re-trans- 
ferred to the Reserve between the lst 
June, 1902, and the Ist January, 1903, 
the object being to aid those soldiers 











t See page 746. 


+ See page 1118. 
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who, owing to the large numbers dis- 


charged at the same time, find a difficulty 
in obtaining employment. 


Stir HOWARD VINCENT: May I 
ask whether consideration cannot be 
given to the case of men discharged in 
April last, who find great difficulty in 
obaining employment, and were misled 
by the public announcement ? 


Lorp STANLEY : I do not think they 
need have been misled. I will mention 
the case to my right hon. friend, but 
these men had three or four clear months 
in which to get employment before the 
mass of the Reservists came home. 


Army Entrance Examinations. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hants, Fareham) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that incon- 
venience is being caused to the public 
schools and other educational establish- 
ments by the uncertainty which now 
prevails as to the future syllabus of 
the Army entrance examinations; and 
whether he can now announce his inten- 
tions with regard to the syllabus unani- 
mously recommended by the Military 
Education Committee. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am most anxious 
to obviate any avoidable inconvenience, 
but the subject is a very important one, 
and I can only say that full time will be 
given before any change is brought into 
operation. 


Welsh and New Zealand Coal. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil) : I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if he will state how Welsh and 
New Zealand coal compare in the relation 
of bulk to weight, and in the effective 
development of steam; what percentage 
less weight of New Zealand coal can be 
stowed in a given bunker space, and how 
much more effective is a given weight of 
Welsh coal in developing steam ; and if he 
can state approximately the actual and 
percentage difference in price between 
Welsh and New Zealand coal delivered at 
the China Station during the last few 
months. 


THE SECRETARY To tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The Admiralty do not think it is 
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in the public interest to furnish detailed 
particulars with regard to the coal 
actually carried on ships of war. The 
results of trials made in foreign countries 
are not communicated to the Admiralty. 
I must ask, therefore, to be excused 
answering the hon. Member’s Question. 


Questions, 


H.M.S. ‘‘ Cressy.” 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty if he 
will give the results of any recent full 
speed trials by His Majesty’s armoured 
twin crew cruiser ‘‘ Cressy,’’ made with 
New Zealand or other coal. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No report 
has yet been received at the Admiralty 
o any speed trial by H.M.S. ‘ Cressy ” 
during the present year. The last full 
speed trial of which the results are 
known took place in October, 1901, 
before the vessel left for the China 
Station. 


H.M.S. ‘‘ Hyacinth.” 
Sm WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty what is the nature of the 
defects in the machinery of H.M.S. 
“ Hyacinth ” which prevent her having 
her new trial with H.M.S. “ Minerva.” 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There are 
no defects in the machinery of H.M.S. 
“Hyacinth” which prevent her from 
proceeding with trials with H.M.S. 
“Minerva.” As the object of these 
particular trials is to test various pro- 
pellers of different form and dimensions, 
some time is necessarily occupied between 
the trials in changing the propeller 
blades. 


Sir WILLIAM ALLAN: May I ask 
the hon. Gentleman why proper screws 
were not designed for this ship at first ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The hon. 
Member knows that the question of 
screws is one which is being experi- 
mented on in almost every country, 
‘and we are experimenting in order to 
ascertain if better results are to be 
obtained from these screws than from 
| the original ones. 


Sir WILLIAM ALLAN: The powers 
of the screws have been known for years, 
| and no more experiments are necessary. 
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British Trade in the French Congo. 
Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 

pool, Exchange): I beg toask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the effect on British trade in the 
French Congo of the grant of exclusive 
rights of proprietorship and trade by the 
French Government to the concession- 
aires, who now demand the expulsion of 
British firms from the country; and 
whether he can state what progress has 
been made with the negotiations with 
the French Government relative to 
the claims of British subjects for restitu- 
tion and compensation. 


Questions. 


THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester) : His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment recognise that this is a matter of 
greatimportance to Britishtrade. It has 
for some time past been the subject of 
negotiation with France, and definite 
proposals are now under the consideration 
of the French Government. 


Kabyle Revolt in Morocco. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has any 
information to convey to the House 


respecting the Kabyle revolt in Morocco, | 


and the steps taken by His Majesty’s 
Government to protect British interests 
in that quarter. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: His Majesty’s 
Minister at Tangier reported by telegraph 
on the 12th instant that the Borgu tribe 


near Tetuan had cut the road and/ 


stopped traffic between that town and 
Tangier, on account of the Governor of 
Tetuan refusing to release some people 
of their tribe. Sir A. Nicolson does not 
appear to anticipate any serious trouble 
at present. We shall, however, be in a 
position to send ships in order to protect 
British life and property should occasion 
arise. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: How can 
effective protection be afforded by British 
ships to persons in the interior ? 


Aliens in London. 
Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
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|the Home Department how many 
'aliens have been charged at Metro- 
| politan police courts in the last twelve 
'months; and if, having regard to the 
number of criminal cases throughout the 
country in which aliens are concerned, he 
will consider the desirability of acquiring 
the power of expelling from the country 
aliens who have made themselves amen- 
able to the criminal law; and further, 
what steps are being taken to prevent 
| persons expelled from Belgium and other 
Continental States in consequence of 
anarchist outrages settling in London and 
other British centres in the absence of 
,any other State consenting to receive 
them. 


Tae UNDER SECRETARYor STATE 
FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT 
(Mr. Cocurane, Ayrshire, N.): During 
the twelve months ending the 31st 
October last, 4,943 persons of foreign 
nationality were charged at the Metro- 
politan police courts. As regards the 
second and third paragraphs of the 
Question, it would be premature to make 
any statement or express an opinion as 
to the desirability of legislation pending 
the Report of the Royal Commission 
which is now inquiring into the whole 
question of alien immigration. 


Questions. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Can 
the hon. Gentleman say whether these 
figures show an increase on those for 
the previous year ? 


Mr. COCHRANE: I cannot say. 


Police Overcoats. 

Mr. HENRY J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Holmfirth): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 

ment whether he will state why the 

constables on duty in Palace Yard, on 
Monday 17th November, were obliged, 
having regard to the state of the weather, 
to remain on duty without greatcoats. 
|The hon. Member added: It is not sug- 
| gested that any complaint was made by 
any of the men concerned. 


| Mr. COCHRANE: There was no such 
| obligation as the hon. Member suggests. 
| On the contrary, instructions that the 
| men should wear greatcoats were issued 
‘early on the day mentioned by the 
| responsible officer. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then why | for future requirements. The number of 
did not the men obey orders ? | subscribers’ telephones now working is 
| 5,160, and this number is being increased 
| by from 150 to 200 a week. The 
| receipts in respect of the local exchange 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask | service in London up to the 15th instant 
the President of the Board of Trade were £34,473, and £1,086 was received 
whether he is aware that the Statistical | for trunk calls made by Post Office sub- 


Questions. Questions. 


Statistical Abstract for the United 
Kingdom. 





Abstract for the United Kingdom from | 
1887 to 1901, including figures to 31st 
March, 1902, was distributed to Members | 
on 10th October, 1902; and can he 
make arrangements whereby these | 
accounts may henceforth be distributed | 
at a less interval than six months after | 
the close of the period which they | 
em brace. | 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or | 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Batrour, Leeds, | 
Central): The distribution of the United | 
Kingdom Abstract was to some extent 
delayed this year owing to special cir-| 
cumstances connected with the revision 
of some of the financial Tables—circum- 
stances which it is hoped will not recur. 
Every effort is made and shall be made 
to issue the Abstract as early as possible. | 


scribers. 


Mr. LOUGH: Are these new sub- 
scribers put intocommunication with the 
subscribers of the National Telephone 
Company ? 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


Yes, Sir; that follows from the terms of 


‘the agreement which the House had 


under discussion early in the year. 


Supervision of Postal Officials by their 
elatives. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster General whether a 
member of the family of the postmaster 
at Londonderry was recently supervised 
at Gravesend and Douglas, Isle of Man, 
by another member of the same family ; 
whether this official was recently 


‘temporarily transferred to Belfast from 


Post Office Telephones. 
Sr THOMAS DEWAR (Tower) 
Hamlets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the | 
Postmaster General whether he is yet in | 
a position to say when the extension | 
of the Post Office Telephone System | 
throughout the metropolis and suburbs | 
will be complete; will he state the 
amount expended by the Post Office up | 
to the present time on this service, the | 
number of subscribers, and the amount | 
of their rentals. 


THe POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
A USTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, E): 
Seven Post Office Telephone Exchanges 
have already been opened in London 
since the Ist March. These serve 
districts which include more than half 
the previous users of telephones. Four 
other exchanges to serve large areas are 
well advanced. Owing to the rapidly 
increasing demand for a telephone ser- 
vice, it is not practicable to namea date 
when the system can be regarded as 
complete. The authorised expenditure 





on works now in progress is in round 
figures £1,261,000. These works provide | 
not only for the service of existing sub- | 


Douglas, and subsequently to London- 
derry ; and whether he can state the re- 
sult of any inquiries that have been made 
into these matters, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
daughter of the postmaster of London- 
derry was attached to the Gravesend and 
Douglas post offices, of which her father 
was postmaster. She has been recently 
transferred temporarily to Belfast and to 


| Londonderry. Although the Department 
| does not generally regard it as satisfactory 


that an officer should have to supervise 
a member of his own family, | do not 
think it necessary to insist in all cases 
that a daughter of a postmaster should 
be excluded from her father’s office. 


Education Bill—Evening Elementary 
Schools. 


Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Education whether the provisions of 
the Education Bill, 1902, under which 
local education authorities are compelled 
to provide elementary public school 
accommodation, extend to the provision 
of evening elementary schools under 


scribers, but to a much greater extent | Clause 18 of the Bill as reprinted. 
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THe SECRETARY or tor BOARD | these cases. That course was adopted to 
oF EDUCATION (Sir WILLIAM ANSON, convenience the Town Commissioners. If, 
Oxford University): The effect of sub-| however, the Commissioners desire that 
Section (1), Clause 18, of the Bill, will | summonses in all cases in which they are 
need consideration; but it does not | complainants, should beserved by theirown 


appear that the duty to provide public Officer, no objection will be raised by the 


Questions. 





elementary school accommodation under _ constabulary. 


the Bill extends to the provision of | 
evening elementary schools under that | 
sub-Section. | 
Welsh Intermediate Education. | 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- | 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary | 
to the Board of Education whether he. 
will state whether the powers vested in | 
the County Council under sub-Section | 
(a) of Clause 13 of the Education Bill 
could under any circumstances, through 
the operation of sub-Section 7 of Clause 
12 of the Bill, as amended, be applied 
to any parish or parishes in Wales or 
Monmouthshire. 


Sm WILLIAM ANSON: The County 
Councils in Wales and Monmouthshire 
will have the powers given by sub- 
Section; (a), Clause 13 (1) of the Bill, 
with regard to expenses incurred under 
the Bill. But the provisions of Clause | 
13 of the Bill will not apply to money 
spent under the Welsh Intermediate | 
Education Act, 1889. The effect of sub- 
Section (7) of Clause 12 of the Bill is 
merely to alter the constitution of the 
body who administer the Welsh Inter- 
mediate Education Act, not to alter the 
actual provisions of the Act. 


Bagnalstown Petty Sessions Summonses. 

Mr. CAREW (Meath, S.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the case of Bernard Kennedy -v. | 
Michael Moore at the Bagnalstown Petty | 
Sessions, in which the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary claimed the right to serve 
summonses for the Petty Sessions Court at 
Bagnalstown in cases at the suit of the 
Town Commissioners ; and whether he will 
issue instructions to the police to have | 
these summonses served by the proper 
officer employed by the Town Commis- | 
sioners. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For} 
TRELAND (Mr. ATKINson, Londonderry, | 
N.): It has hitherto been the practice of | 
the constabulary to serve summonses in | 


Recorder's Court, Dublin. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask Mr. Attor- 
ney General for Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the delay and 
expense caused +o suitors by the accumu- 
lation of cases in the Recorder’s Court in 
Dublin ; and whether, in order to obviate 
this public inconvenience he would be pre- 


| pared to introduce a new Clause into the 


Local Government (Ireland) (No. 2) Billex- 


‘tending the jurisdiction of the Court of 


Conscience from £2 to its former limit of 
£10. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I am not aware that 
there has been any accumulation of cases in 
the Recorder’s Court in Dublin. Whether 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Conscience 
should be extended is a matter for con- 
sideration, but any reform of the existing 
procedure would not be germane to the 
Bill. 


Bagnalstown Water Supply. 

Mr. CAREW: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board have received reports 
from the Bagnalstown medical officer as 
to the necessity of a water supply for that 
township ; whether they have made any 
inquiry into these complaints ; and what 
action they propose to take to insist upon 
the local authorities providing a water 


supply for the inhabitants. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover) : The 
question of improving the water supply 
for this township is at present under the 
consideration of the district council, at 
whose instance a local committee is in- 
vestigating the matter. 


Newbridge Artisans’ Cottages. 
Mr. CAREW: I beg to ask the Chief 


‘Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
‘Ireland whether he can state on what 


grounds the Board of Works have refused 
to issue the final instalment on the loan 
for artisans’ cottages in Newbridge to 
Kildare; and whether, in view of the 
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public inconvenience thus created, he will 


Questions. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no new 


direct the balance of the loan to be issued system of valuation in force in Ireland. 


without further delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The 
Works has not refused to issue the loan. 
The local authority has not yet completed 
the forms necessary to enable the Local 
Government Board to recommend the 
issue. 


Inspector Fleming and the Thomastown 
Guardians. 

Mr. TULLY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Inspector General 
has received any complaints from the 


Board of Guardians of Thomastown Union | 
as to the recent action of District Inspector | 


Fleming, and to the fact that he has 
relatives living in the district ; and what 
has been the result of the inquiry into 
this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: These complaints | 


haveformed the subject of acorrespondence 
between the guardians and the Inspector 
General, whose decision had been com- 
municated to the guardians. If the hon. 
Member has not seen the correspondence, 
I shall be glad to send him a copy. 


Belfast Revaluation. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the names, 
qualifications, previous experience, and 
previous employment, and the salaries 
a to the valuers employed by the 

ommissioner of Valuation in making 
the recent revaluation of Belfast. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This information 
is being tabulated and, when completed, 
will be communicated to the hon. 
Member. 


Rating Appeals. 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state how many 


appeals have been made to the county | 
last twelve. 


court judges during the 


Board of | seven. 


| Thenumber of appealsto Quarter Sessions 
| during the past twelve months was fifty- 
Changes were made by the 
county court judges in eighteen cases ; 
I am inquiring as to the nature of the 
changes made. 
| Tallow Conspiracy Case. 
| Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
| Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
‘land whether he can state the names of 
the officials referred to by the Lord Chief 
Baron in the case of O’Keeffe v. Walsh 
and others, of Tallow, as having failed in 
the discharge of their public duties ; and, 
if not, whether any public inquiry will 
be held into this matter with a view to 
discovering the parties responsible. 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. I am not 
| prepared to debate the course pursued 
_by the Executive more than three years 
ago by way of Question and Answer in 
this House. 


Mr. TULLY: Why are not these 
officials prosecuted for breach of trust ? 


Imprisoned Irish Members. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he can state if Members 
of Parliament sentenced to imprisonment, 
with or without hard labour, under The 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act, 1887, are permitted during their 
imprisonment to receive their Parlia- 
mentary Papers and to communicate 
'with the authorities of this House as to 
Amendments and Notices of Motions 
standing in their names; and, if not, 
whether he will direct any modification 
of the prison rules in this respect. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; the 
prison rules do not, | am advised, admit 
of the privileges referred to. It is not 
proposed to alter the rules, which are 
identical with those in force in English 
prisons. 


months against rating valuations made | 


by the revisers under the new system | 
of valuations; how many valuations | 


have been decreased on appeal ; and in 
how many has the original valuation 
been upheld. 


Education Bill—Sham Trust Deeds. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will introduce pro- 
_visions into the Education Bill, as was 
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done in the case of The Finance Act, 
1894, to prevent sham trust deeds being 
executed with a view to evading the 
provisions of the Bill. 


Questions. 


{19 NovEMBER 1902} 


Questions. 1366 


he is now able to say whether the 
Report of the engineer sent to report on 
the harbour on the eastern side of the 
Rock recommended by the Gibraltar 


‘Committee in March 1901 will be laid 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): I take it that 
if a trust deed is a sham it will not be 
upheld by the Courts, and no special 
provision is required in this Bill to 
provide against it. 


Religious Instruction in Schools. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether sub-Section (4) of 
Clause 8 of the Education Bill would 
subject the decisions of the managers of 
voluntary schools in regard to religious 
instruction to an appeal to episcopal 
authority where the trust deeds at 
present provide for it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Without 
attempting to interpret the hon. Gentle- 
man’s phrase “the decisions of the 
managers,” I may observe that wherever 
a trust deed gives an appeal to the 
bishop to determine whether the teaching 
is or is not in conformity with the trust 
deed, that appeal will still remain 
obligatory. 


Mr. TREVELYAN: Will there be 
any appeal to the Board of Education 
from the bishops ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. I 
take it that the Board of Education will 
be quite out of this. 


Mr. TREVELYAN: Will there be 
any circumstances under that sub-Section 
in which there will be an appeal to the 
Board of Education ? 


upon the Table of this House ; and, if so, 
when; and, if it will not be laid, can 
he state generally what course His 
Majesty's Government intend to take in 
order to render Gibraltar tenable, and 


to keep it open as a naval station. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir; I 
have much pleasure in informing the 
hon. Member that the Report can be laid 
immediately. 


Appropriation Accounts. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he is aware that the Civil Service 
Appropriation Accounts for the year 
ending 31st March only reach the 
Comptroller and Auditor General on 
the next 30th November, and that the 
Armyand Navy Appropriation Accounts 
for the same period only reach him by 
3lst December ; and whether these inter- 
vals of eight months and nine months 
respectively can be shortened and the 
accounts delivered earlier, so as to admit 
of a more complete examination of them 
by the Comptroller and Auditor General 
before he presents his Reports thereon 
to the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | understand 
that the dates 30th November and 31st 
December are fixed by the Exchequer 
and Audit Departments Act of 1866. 
The Comptroller and Auditor General 
is not limited in the examination of the 
accounts to the time after he has re- 
ceived them in a complete form. The 


‘accounts of the spending Departments 


are rendered monthly, and so his examin- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps it 
was rash to do so in answer to a 
Question without notice, but I have 
indicated my opinion for what it is worth, 
without consulting the exact phraseology 
oi the Bill, that there will be no appeal 
to the Board of Education with regard 
to religious instruction. I do not believe 
there will be any such appeal. 


Gibraltar. | 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask | 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether | 


ation of them proceeds throughout the 
financial year, while in the largest 
Department he has his own officers 
permanently located for the work. I 
understand the Comptroller and Auditor 
General himself has no complaint to 
make of the time allowed. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I would 
like to point out to the right hon. 
Gentleman that the dates are fixed in 
the Act only as the limit beyond which 
the time shall not be extended. 
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National Finance Accounts. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury, is he 
aware that the Finance Accounts of the 
United Kingdom for the year ending 
31st March, 1902, and ordered by the 
House to be printed on 23rd June, 1902, 
were not distributed till 31st August, 
1902 ; and can he make arrangements so 
to expedite the future printing and dis- 
tribution of these Accounts that they may 
be distributed at a less interval than five 
months after the close of the period they 
include. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Finance 
Accounts include the final Returns of 
revenue for the expiring year, which, 
coming as they do from all parts of the 
United Kingdom, require many adjust- 
ments, and cannot be ready until some 
time after the close of the financial year. 
The printing of the accounts has to be 
done at a time when the pressure on the 
Government is considerable, but although 
every effort will be made to expedite their 
distribution I am afraid I should be hold- 
ing out false hopes if I promised any 
great acceleration. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


New Clause (Managers)—(Mr. 4. J. 
Balfour)—brought up, and read the first 
time. 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Clause 
be read a second time.”’ 


(2.35.) Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Elland) said there ought to be some 
discussion as to the generally unsatisfac- 
tory character of this Clause before they 
came to the Amendments. On examina- 
tion of this Management Clause they 
found it to be as narrowly denomina- 
tional as it could possibly be. The 
trusts, as at present constituted, were of 
various characters, but in general they 
would either leave the appointment of 
the managers in the hands of the incum- 
bent or else in the hands of the sub- 
scribers to the school. But one of the 


{COMMONS} 











Bill. 
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first things likely to occur as a result of 
this Bill was that the subscribers would 
become nonentities. At every stage 
of the Bill money was being put into the 
hands of the managers, thereby relieving 
them of the necessity for seeking sub- 
scriptions ; and where now there were 
perhaps twenty or thirty subscribers 
giving a pound apiece, in future there 
would only be two or three. The rest of 
the money required for repairs would be 
obtained from other sources, such as the 
rent of the schoolmaster’s house and from 
endowments, which, by the action of the 
Committee on the previous day, were 
largely put into the hands of the 
managers. The result of the disappear 
ance of the subscribers would be that the 
appointment of the foundation managers 
would be in the hands of the parson in a 
great many more cases than at present. 
In many cases there would be no sub 
scribers left, except the incumbent and 
his curate, who would for form’s sake 
remain a subscriber to the school. This 
appeared to him to be a very unsatis- 
factory condition of things to perpetuate. 
What would happen with a large number 
of the villages, where a‘ the present time 
persons other than friends of the incum- 
bent were chosen to serve on voluntary 
school committees ? This Bill had created 
in the minds of the clergy a presumption 
of hostility between themselves and the 
popular managers ; and, in future, the 
parson, where he had the power, would 
do his best to choose four managers who 
would uphold his particular views and 
would follow his lead absolutely. He 
would deem that necessary, because he 
would regard the two managers chosea 
by the public as hostile to himself. The 
four foundation managers would probably 
be the parson, his favourite curate, the 
wife of the squire, whom he could depend 
upon to give an annual tea to the children, 
and one of the churchwardens. He con- 
tended that the members of the denomina- 
tions concerned ought to have more free- 
dom in the selection of managers, and 
that there ought not to be left so much 
power in the hands of the incumbent of 
the parish. Was there any reason why 
two of the managers should not be 
appointed by communicants of the Church 
to which the school belonged? It would 


maintain the essential spirit of the trust. 
It would be very unfortunate if in 
future the managers were chosen from 






‘ 
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“the inner ring” of the parish, con-| idea as to these appointments? Under 
trolled by the parson. He had in his the model trust deed of the National 
mind a case which occurred in the North | Society which dominated the majority of 
of England in which the parson, because | the Anglican schools the management was 
of his very High Church proclivities, | vested in the clergyman of the parish and 
lost nearly the whole of his congregation, | his curate or curates. There were to be 
and merely preached to the squirearchy four denominational managers under the 
of the county, who came from long Bill, so that where the incumbent had 
distances in order to listen to his eloquent three curates he and his curates would fill 
sermons. The people of the parish went | the four places. As a rule in country 
elsewhere. But what would be the, parishes the incumbent had one curate. 
condition of things in a case like {MINISTERIAL cries of “ No.”] 

that ? The incumbent would practically 

have the appointment of the whole of the =Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) : 
four managers, and surely it would be In the majority of cases the clergyman of 
better if his parishioners had a right to the parish has no assistance. 

select at least two of them. It certainly 

would cause less friction. He hoped the Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Does the hon. 
scope of the Clause would be widened so Member tell me that in the vast majority 
as to ensure that the denominational of cases the clergyman has not assistance 
managers were more truly represen- in the way of a curate ? 


tative. 
Mr. MALCOLM: Yes 
Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 

W.R., Morley) hoped the Prime Minister') Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he would 
would be kind enough to explain to the accept that statement from the hon. Mem- 
Committee how it was proposed to work ber, but at any rate in thousands of 
this Clause. No one would know how parishes the clergyman had a curate: in 
to go about the appointment of the four those cases half the denominational 
denominational managers. It would be managers would be clerical. How were 
very difficult to make the appointments in | the others to be appointed? Under the 
accordance with the present trust deeds, | odel trust deed anv vacancy was to be 
because one of the constituencies named by  ¢}Jed by election by the subscribers of 
the trust deeds—namely, the subscribers to jg, and upwards of the current year 
the schools—would exist no longer, as there The Clause passed yesterda didtansial 
would be no need for subscriptions. The that constituency. There. would yor 
First Lord had on innumerable occasions longer be any need for subscribers now 
told them that one of the main objects sho? the only burden on the managers 
: che Sale on ; ,. at anag 
of the Bill was to destroy what had been was the repairs. To bear that burden 
called the one-man management of the th ; es ye 
; : . e managers wou iave the rent of 
school, but by practically placing the 1 a3 : 

ie at tia the schoolmaster’s house, which would 
appointment of all four denominational aay pay i : aie 
managers in the hands of the incumbent ® pisisdhgade nga sum than was generally 
they were deliberately giving more power represented by the subscriptions. 
to the one man than he had ever before 
had. It was bound to create a great 
amount of friction. It was not a healthy 
state of things that the majority of the 
managers of a school should owe their 
position to the nomination of the in-| 
cumbent. The best people would not , : 
accept office on such terms; men and Mr. MALCOLM: And in many rural 


e ° on . * 4 ‘ ” oP’ a 
women of independent character certainly districts they have not a teacher's house. 


could not do so. 
| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon accepted the hon. Member as an 
Boroughs) thought the First Lord would | authority on curates, but on this 
admit that the Clause required a good deal | point he could not agree with him. 
of amendment, even from his own point His hon. friend the Member for North 
of view. What was the Government’s | Camberwell informed him that out of 


An Hon. Member: There are very 
few schoolmaster’s houses in towns. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am dealing 
with rural districts. 
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14,000 voluntary schools, there were 
8,494 to which schoolmasters’ houses 
were attached, and the rent of these 
buildings would provide a fund for 
repairs. In these cases certainly the 
subscribers were not needed. The 
second fund arose out of the en- 
dowments, and in many cases the 
endowments, unless they were ear- 
marked for the school teacher’s salary, 
would be at the absolute discretion 
of the trustees for the fabric and repairs. 
These two funds would render it un- 
necessary to appeal for subscriptions. 
An Hon. Member: Then there are the 
fees.] With the fees there would be three 
funds which would enable them to dis- 
pense absolutely with subscribers. Sup- 
posing that they wanted a few pounds in 
cases where there were no endowments 
and no schoolmaster’s house, what would 
happen? A big sum was not wanted, but 
a sufficient sum of money for the purpose. 
The clergyman would fix his own con- 
stituency. He would settle down with 
his curate to make out a list of the men 
who would probably subscribe. The 
curate might suggest Mr. So-and-So, 
because he wasarich man. The clergy- 
man naturally wanted the control of his 
school. There was a good deal of human 
nature in Holy Orders. He would object 
to the gentleman named by the curate 
because he was a Low Churchman whose 
views did not correspond with his own. 
He would then pick out the members of 
his congregation of either sex who would 
be most amenable to his influence. All 
he had to do was to go to four or five 
members of the congregation who were his 
best supporters. He would ask them to 
put down £1 each, and the men so picked 
out would elect the managers in the 
district. But to say that this method of 
selection represented even the denomina- 
tion itself was a perfect farce. Since the 
Government had decided that schools 
should be denominational let them be 
frankly so. Let them really represent 
the denomination. Did they propose 
that the trust deeds should remain as 
they were, the clergyman ¢x officio with 
power to appoint his own curate or 
eurates, and the balance to come from the 
subscribers whom the clergyman himself 
selected? In the event of there being no 
subscribers at all, how did the Government 
mean to provide a constituency to elect 
the managers ? 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 
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(3.2.) THE FIRST LORD oF Tue 


TREASURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Man- 


chester, E.): Perhaps it will be for the 
convenience of the Committee that I 
should now reply on the points raised by 
the hon. Member for the Elland Division 
and the hon. Member for Carnarvon. A 
great dealof the argument of theirspeech is 
based on the assumption that no subserip- 
tions or sacrifices will be required in future 
from those who support the voluntary 
schools. Well, asa friend of the volun- 
tary schools, I almost wish that were the 
case, but I am afraid that it is very iar 
from being so, and that it will be found 
when the Bill comes into operation that 
the idea that the various denominations 
interested in these schools will have to 
make no sacrifices to keep up the schools 
is an idea which has no foundation in 
fact. There may be here and there 
exceptionally constituted schools where 
the contributions of predecessors have 
put the schools in so good a position 
that they do not require to ask the 
existing generation to put its hand into 
its pocket to carry out the work of the 
schools. It is quite true that such cases 
exist. Cases exist, no doubt, where the 
endowments are of so large a character 
that the school is independent of outside 
support, or where the managers or 
trustees of the school were possessors 
of the fee simple of the schoolmaster’s 
house, which they turned to some 
account. But though these cases un- 
doubtedly exist, the broad fact remains 
that this Bill, while it does relieve much 
of the strain that presses on the 
managers of voluntary schools, and 
while it removes that particular kind 
of competition with rate-aided schools, 
of which the managers of voluntary 
schools have so long and bitterly com- 
plained, does put undoubtedly upon the 
managers of denominational schools the 
duty and the necessity of still deriving 
funds from private sources in order 
that the schools may remain allocated 
to the denomination. Therefore I 
would venture to point out to the 
hon. Gentlemen who have spoken, that 
the financial basis on which they have 
proceeded is one which does not corres- 
pond to the actual facts of the case. 
I put the same conclusion in_ still 
more precise and explicit language. 
It is quite clear to me that it is a 
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mistake to suppose that we have. 
destroyed the constituency based on. 
contributions to the school. It may. 
be that annual subscriptions are not 
required in the same sense as before, 
but contributions undoubtedly will be 
required, and I see no reason why, in 
the schemes to be presented to the) 
Education Department, the managers 
may not suggest a constituency, modi- 
fied in some detail, but having for its 
basis the willingness of the constituency 
to subscribe for the support of the 
school of the denomination to which 
they belong. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Who does 
the Prime Minister suggest they should 
be? 
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Bill. 


than one clergyman on that extended 
number. But Ishould be sorry to see 
an immense clerical preponderance on 
the board of management, and certainly 
that would be attained if the hon. Gentle- 
man’s prophecy were fulfilled. But I 
cannot believe either that the existing 
trustees would present any such scheme 
to the Board of Education for their 
approval, or that the Board of Education 
would be disposed to agree to it if there 
were three clergymen out of a body of 
four denominational managers on the 
general board of management. That 
certainly is not contemplated. It is the 
business of the Board of Education to 
have regard to the general scope of the 
intentions of the trust deeds, but I cannot 
see that such an arrangement would be 
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|desired by the National Society, or 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course it | 
is impossible to suggest who would be | 
the people who would subscribe to the | 
cost of any of the schools in the district, | 
but it is perfectly possible, while modify- 
ing the trust deeds, to maintain, if not 
the precise provisions of the trust deeds, 
at all events, something on the same 
lines. I see no inherent difficulty in 
doing it. The hon. Gentleman gave a | 
sketch of what he supposes will be the | 
constitution of the Board with its four 
denominational managers. He said 
that the trust deed of the National 
Society contemplated, in the first place, 
that the clergyman shall be ex officiv a 
trustee, to which, in the case of a Church 
school, I think nobody would object. 
He further stated that the clergyman 
might appoint the curate, if he has only 
one, two curates if he has two, and 
three curates if he has three; the result 
of which manipulation of the body of | 
managers would be that all the four | 
managers would be gentlemen of his 
convictions. I cannot conceive that that 
would be the actual operation of the 
Clause we are now discussing. Of 
course, a8 the House knows, the nor- 
mal board of management will consist 
of six members, four of them being 
necessarily denominational; but we 
do not limit by the Bill the possible 
number to six. Six is the contemplated 
number, but there are cases in which 
that would be exceeded, and if the 
number of six is greatly exceeded I do 
not see why there should not be more 


sanctioned by the Board of Education. 
One of the difficulties which must 
always be borne in mind is that the 
Clause is necessarily wide and indefinite 
in its character, because the number of 
trust deeds to be dealt with are almost 
infinite in their variety. If we had 
simply a single form of trust deed to 
deal with, this House might have a free 
hand to take it into consideration, to 
state the way in which we intend to 
preserve the spirit of that trust deed, and 
to say, in view of the general provisions 
of the Bill, that we propose that such 
and such modifications should be made. 
That would be a possible policy, and it 
might be the right policy if we had only 
one form, but as we have to deal with an 
infinite variety of trust deeds, I think 
we must draw the framework of this 
Clause so as to give the discretion 
of the Education Department and the 
existing managers the widest possible 
latitude. I think it was the hon. 
Member for the Elland Division who 
asked ‘“‘ what becomes of your protesta- 
tions about one man management?” 
My answer is very plain. My answer in 
the first place is that one man manage- 
ment means, I presume, management by 
one man. For that we substitute 
management by six men. That, at all 
events, will be a considerable change. 
It is said that this is all a pretence and a 
delusion, because one is the clergyman 
and the others are the nominees of the 
clergyman. Why should there be this 
view of the relations between the various 
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members of the Church? I cannot 
think that these men will all be dismiss- 
ible by the parson, and, therefore, surely 
I am justified in repeating what I said 
before. In the first place, this Bill 
substitutes six men management for one 
man management, and in the next 
place it puts on the board two men who 


have no relation to the original trust | 


deed 


of the school, and there is no 


reason to suppose that in regard to the. 


four remaining managers there will not 


be sufficient breadth and elasticity of | 


arrangement so as to make them 
properly representative of the denomina- 
tion to which they belong. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that one part of | 


the speech of the Prime Minister he could 
not, for the life of him, understand. The 
right hon. Gentleman suggested that in 
such a case as had been put by the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon, where there 
would be more than one clerical 


manager that matter would be dealt with | mesnbers of theCharch of Nughoall cud. 


in some cases, that they were to be 
communicant members of the Church of 


by the Board of Education. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Under a 
scheme ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The word |! 


scheme is not used inthis Clause, but, of 
course it is contemplated that the 
propo:al would be made to the Board of 
Education, which would have something 


to say as to the constitution of the new | 
/men and one a county gentleman or a 


body of managers. 


*Smrr OHARLES DILKE: No, Sir, 
that would not occur at all. The case 
put would be consistent with the trust 
deed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, I think | 


not. 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE: It is the 
commonest thing in the world for two 
clerical managers to act. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If we had cut | 
down the denominational managers to | 
four, then it would not be consistent | 
that two or three of these should be | 
clerical members. It would have been | 
different in cases where the board of 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 1376 


| managers consisted, as was sometimes 
| the case formerly, of fourteen or sixteen 
| mem bers. 


| *Srr CHARLES DILKE said that that 
| was an entirely new rendering of this 
' Clause; and there again he was sure 
that the Clause would have to be inter- 
/preted by the Courts. It had never 
occurred to him that the case put by 
/his hon. friend would be inconsistent 
| with the trust deed. He did not think 
it was. There was nothing about the 
| spirit of the trust deed in the Clause. 
| If the Clause were read perfectly care- 
fully, as it was now before t he Committee, 
it would be seen that it had to be shown 
to the satisfaction of the Board of Edu- 
cation that the provisions of the trust 
deed as to the appointment of managers 
were in any respect inconsistent with 
the provisions of this Act, ete. The 
ordinary case was where they were con- 
sistent. The ordinary case was that the 
managers were to be communicant 


England and subscribers. He believed 
that it would be held by any court of 
law that the clergyman and the curate 
could continue to be put on the board 
of managers. In the ordinary rural 
parish there were only three managers. 
The forms attached to the church doors 
were more commonly signed by three 
persons than by any larger number, and 
of these three, sometimes two were clergy- 


leading farmer. He was sure there was 
nothing inconsistent with that in the 
spirit or letter of the trust deed. Hecould 
not think that the explanation of the 


| Prime Minister was right on that point. 


Then, as to the argument of the right hon. 
Gentleman that under the Bill things 
would go on as now in regard to Church 
management. Their point was that 
things did not go at all. At the present 
time there was no constituency. All 
that was done was that the clergy- 
man asked two people to sign the forms 
with him. But they were starting 
afresh and introducing some form of 
public management of these schools and 
responsibility of management, and surely 
his hon. friend was right in saying that. in 
doing so they ought to create some sort of 
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a constituency. In his hon. friend’s sup- 
posed case it was to be a Church constitu- 


ency, subject to the conditions of the trust | 
deed. There were two cases which com- | 


monly existed at the present time. First, 


that in which there was no management | 


except one-man management. The second 
was worthy of the consideration of the 
Committee, because it was common in 
populous parishes where there were small 
manufactures. 
was a body of managers of Church 


Schools, but then the trust deed was not | 
Although the trust deed | 
said that the managers must be com- | 


adhered to. 


municant members of the Church of 


England, as a matter of fact some of | 


them were Nonconformists. He knew 
of a case where two of the managers of 
Church Schools were Wesleyans. Of 
course that had been done with the view 
of securing liberal subscriptions from Non- 
conformists. In another case where the 
management had been so far popularised, 
the treasurer of a Nonconformist School 
was also manager of a Church School! 
That was more popular management, but 
it was inconsistent with the trust deed. 
30th these cases pointed in the same 
direction, and showed that they ought to 
create a real constituency. 


* Mr. MALCOLM said he wished to 
apologise to the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon Boroughs for having inter- 
rupted him in the course of his speech, 
but he was rather led toit by what 
he considered the exaggerated state- 
ments of the hon. Gentleman. There 
were certain cases of wrong or hardship, 
but these were the exceptions; and it 
would be a pity to proceed with legisla- 
tion on the assumption that the exception 
made the rule instead of proving it. 
The hon. Member for Carnarvon said that 
it was possible under the trust deed for 
the parson and three curates to form all 
the denominational members of the board 
of management, and then the hon. 
Gentleman proceeded to argue that in all 
the country districts of England the 
parson was blessed with one, two, or 
three curates. 
that almost half the country parishes had 
not got a curate as well as a vicar, that in 
a small minority there were only two 
curates and a vicar, and that in scarcely 
any at all were there a vicar and three 
curates. He thought that these facts 
would puncture in some degree the 


VOL. CXIV. 
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In that second case there | 


Now, he would point out | 
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contention of the hon. Gentleman. Then 
the hon. Member for Carnarvon went 
on to point out what a conspiracy there 
would be between the vicar and _ his 
curates to get control over the school 
endowments ; but in many parishes they 
had no other endowments than the school 
house, while in the towns very few 
of the parishes had school-houses ; so that 
both from a rural and a town point of view 
the hon. Member had been misinformed. 
The hon. Member for North Camber- 
well said that in 8,000 parishes -there 
were school houses, but he inferred that 
many of these were board school houses 
{[Dr. MAcNAMARA: No; __ voluntary 
school houses.] He hoped that the 
general case against the Government Bill 
would be more accurately stated in 
future, in order that the country might 
know the facts of the situation and the 
great difficulties with which the Govern- 
ment had to contend. 


Sm EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said he was led to suppose 
from the hon. Member for Stowmarket 
that his case was much more the excep- 
tion than he anticipated, because the 
country parish with which he was most 
familiar had one curate, also a school- 
master’s house which could not be 
claimed under this Bill; and the school 
had an endowment of £20 a year. His 
parish might be from that poin of view 
more favourably situated than the 
generality ; but it must not be supposed 
that the ordinary type of parish had not 
a curate and a schoolmaster’s house as 
well. He did think that the country 
parish with one curate was not at all an 
exception. [Mr. Matcotm: I said one 
half.| If they could have had a Return 
of the number of voluntary schools 
throughout the country, giving the com- 
position of the managers and how far 


they were under clerical control, it 
wou'd have astonished many hon. 
Members. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said that six 
months ago he had asked for such a 
Return, and the Government actually 
refused to give it. 


Sir EDWARD GREY said that there 
were a large number of instances in 
which the managers were nominated by 


| one man, and he was quite sure that the 
[FOURTH SERIES.] | 
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figures of such a Return would have been 
a revelation to Members of the House. 
They had been told that a breach was to 


be made by this Bill in one-man manage- | 


ment, and he understood that the Prime 
Minister had said that a breach ought to 
be made in the practice of one-man 
nomination of the majority of the board 
of managers. But what he wanted to 
know was. How was that to be carried 
out? So far as they could see, this 
Clause increased the power of one-man 
nomination, because the amount of 
subscriptions was to be diminished. 
They were going to give a large addi- 
tional sum out of the public funds for 
the purposes for which the subscriptions 
were required before, and by diminishing 
the subscriptions they were placing into 
the hands of one man, ina great number 
of cases, the power of nomination of the 
whole board of managers. He knew of 
one instance where the board of managers 
was entirely at the disposal of the vicar, 
who said that he was anxious to give 
that board of managers a broader founda- 
tion. That was to be done by giving a 
nomination of one manager to the Parish 
Council; but when the Parish Council 
inquired into the matter they found that 
whoever they elected as manager must 
remain at the disposal of the vicar. 
How was that going to be altered under 
the present Bill? The Prime Minister 
said that there would not be a clerical 
preponderance on the board of manage- 
ment, but the majority would be 
clerical nominees. He did not see that 
the Prime Minister made out his case. 
Supposing the man who hitherto nom n- 
ated the whole board continued to 
nominate four-sixths of the Board, 
how would there be anything in that 
inconsistent with the provisions of the 
Bill ? That could only be cured by widen- 
ing the constituency from which 
the managers were to be selected. The 
Committee might or might not accept 
the particular constituency, proposed by 
his hon. friend the Member for Carnarvon 
Boroughs ; personally, he should support 
it. But what he contended for now was 
some sort of constituency, and unless the 
Government could see their way to 
introduce something in the nature of a 
constituency, then they on that side of 
the House should propose a constituency 
for themselves. The case for widening 


Sir Edward Grey. 


{COMMONS} 





1380 


the trust deeds, and for not being bound 
by the provisions of the trust deeds was 
an immensely strong one. ‘The foun- 
dation managers would not be solely 
appointed for the purposes of the trust ; 
they would be the executive of the 
local education authority. The trust 
deeds were drawn up before the State 
had taken on itself the duties of educa- 
tion. The situation now would be 
entirely altered. The trustees to be 
nominated under the trust deeds were to 
be invested with powers of a far wider 
character; and the only fair way of 
compromising, in the public interest, 
was, while securing the denominational 
education demanded where the trust 
deed required it, and foundation man- 
agers of a particular denomination, 
to introduce an element of a constituency 
which would give some guarantee 
that these managers, in carrying out the 
provisions of their trust, would be 
people who would be worthy to be the 
executive of the local education authority, 
and who would feel that they had re- 
sponsibilities, not merely under the 
provisions of the trust deeds, but to the 
wishes of the parents themselves in a par- 
ticular parish. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said 
he rose, not so much for the purpose of 
answering the criticisms from the other 
side of the House, as to point out one or 
two things relevant to the discussion. 
The idea on the other side of the House 
appeared to him to be that it was just and 
fair to take full advantage of the existence 
of school buildings built for a particular 
purpose and use them to the utmost for 
educational purposes, and yet not have 
any regard for the intentions of those 
who had built and supported those build- 
ings as expressed in the trust deeds. 
That appeared to him to be a most unfair 
principle. If the State wanted the build- 
ings, they ought to pay forthem. But 
that was not the princile of the present 
Bill, and it was rather late to enter on 
that now. The present Bill contemplated 
using the buildings without paying for 
them; therefore, they must be used 
subject to the provisions of the trust. 
That was an argument he was entitled 
to use; it was not an argument which 
his right hon. friend could use ;_ because 
he had already disregarded, or attemptel 
to disregard, the trust deeds on a very 


Bill. 
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important point. The Government 
would least of all be able to claim that 
they had been faithful to the principle 
of the trust deeds They had dis- 
regarded and violated them; and, in 
the process, they had disregarded, 
violated and outraged the religious 
convictions of a great portion of their 
supporters. That was so. But if they 
had a grievance against the Government 
in respect of that and other matters, 
they were not blind to the fact, which 
was very clearly emphasised in the 
debate that evening, that there might 
be another Government still worse. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Berwick Division was likely to be 
the most moderate Member of any 
Government that could possibly take 
the place of the present Government. 


Yet, the right hon. Gentleman thought | 
it would be quite legitimate to upset the | 


trust deeds, and have a constituency 
giving some form of popular control, 
which had been already rejected in 
Clause 7. Before, however, the system 
set up in this Clause could come into 
operation and a new set of managers were 
appointed some months must elapse. 
If any change of Government were to 
take place, ii—he was sorry to put so 
lugubrious a hypothesis—a distinguished 
Member of the present Government 
were to die in the interval, the whole 
situation might be changed, and the 
whole of the denominational schools 
throughout the country would be at the 
mercy of those who succeeded. He 
really thought that that was a position 


open to criticism by those interested in | 


| his 


denominational schools. It was to be 
observed that there was to be some 
obscure, yet undefined, power given 
to the managers over religious instruc- 
tion in the schools. Therefore, 


before that ill-fated Friday when the 
Government turned their backs on their 
own principles, and admitted 


keenest anxiety. If anything happened 
to the Government between now and 
the time those orders came into force, 
every denominational school 
country might lose its character. 


There- 


ment to consider whether it was fair to 


{19 November 1902} 


{of front, 





the | 7" : 
Kenyon-Slaney Amendment. That being | Mz. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said that 


so, there was ground for the very | 


in the} 
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| those who had built the denominational 
‘schools and had supported them, to 
| leave the whole character of those schools 
| at the disposal of any Board of Educa- 
tion which might come into existence 
| between now and next July. That was 
|a very haphazard way of legislating. 
|He did not want to press the Govern- 
| ment now ; and owing to the situation 
'in which they were placed through the 
| action of hon. Gentlemen opposite, he 
| was very reluctant to move Amendments 
at that stage ; but he hoped the Govern- 
ment would consider whether it would not 
be possible to introduce some provision 
‘which would allay the very reasonable 
apprehension which was entertained. If 

a hostile Board of Education came into 


| power every denominational school in 


| the country would be altogether changed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he sym- 
pathised with his noble friend, who had 
| evidently spoken .under the stress of 
/contending emotions. His noble friend 
| was in some doubt, he gathered, whether 
the Government were more to be 
reproached for their imaginary change 
of which he complained, 
or their reckless dealing with trust 
deeds ; or whether, on the other hand, 
their preservation was more to be prayed 
| for in order that an even worse Govern- 
'ment might not come into existence 
| within the next few months. If his 
| noble friend could suggest any reasonable 
alteration consistent with their view of 
their own Bill, which was different from 
| his noble friend’s view of the Bill, which 
would carry out the object which 
noble friend and himself had 
'in common, the Government would 
gladly consider it ; but, apart from that, 


h | and until he saw that Amendment, he 
the | 


matter was more important than it was | tg 


would only say he would do all he could 
preserve his own health and that of 
his colleagues. 


the right hon. Gentleman had given ex- 
| pression to a purpose with which the 

Committee would heartily concur; and he 
'might, perhaps, congratulate the right 
hon. Gentleman on the fact that the time 
was approaching when the debate« 


‘would no longer expose him to the 
fore, he earnestly pressed on the Govern- | 
| sion of the noble Lord. He must leave 


strain which had excited the apprehen- 


3 B2 
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the noble Lord and the Govern- | years ago the clergyman, speaking gener- 
ment to settle between themselves the | ally, was the only man who cared about 
grievance of the Kenyon-Slaney Amend-|the education of the parish, and he 
ment. He really did not know that| had a great incentive to making his 
that deadly arrow had struck so deep ; | management effective. He had a strong 
and he supposed they should hear more | spiritual motive. The Kenyon-Slaney 
about it at a later stage. He should,! Amendment showed how exceedingly 
however, like to assure the noble Lord! keen and warm and strenuous were the 
as to what would happen if another | feelings of the district in a large section 
Government came into power. Looking | of parishes with regurd to the spiritual 
at the Clause, he could not imagine that | prerogative of the clergyman, and where- 
there could be any considerable discretion | ever the clergyman was able he would 
given to the Board of Education. It| use that spiritual prerogative to his 
was perfectly clear that, under the| utmost in the endeavour to get three 
Clause, the trust deeds would go on as| other managers on the Board who 





they were going on now; and that it) 
would have practically no application | 
' he would be acting according to his con- 


except in cases where there was no 
trust deed. 


which could be made compatible with 


the Bill, it would continue to exist. It | i 
'who cared for education or who took 


was also plain that there would be no 


power on the part of the Board of | 
Education to alter a deed, unless it con- | 
tained provisions inconsistent with the | 


Act ; and that would, he believed, be only 
in a small minority of instances. 
result would be that practicallythe powers 
exercised under the trust deeds hitherto 
would continue to exist. The right hon. 
Gentleman admitted that in the majority 
of cases there was now one-man manage- 
ment; but that one-man management | 
would continue because the clergyman | 
would have the power of appointing. | 
What difference would there be whether | 
he appointed his wife or his daughter or 
his churchwarden ? 


Mr A. J. BALFOUR asked in how 
many cases would the clergyman have | 
that power. | 


Mr. BRYCE said he gathered the | 
clergyman would have that power in a| 
great many cases. The one-man) 
management would continue on account | 
of the facts of rural life. There were | 
three kinds of rural parishes. There | 
was the parish in which there was con- | 
flict, which he was afraid would be more | 
acute under the Bill; there was the | 
parish in which the clergyman enjoyed | 
the complete confidence of the laity of | 
his own church, and in which things | 
would go on as at present; and there | 
was the parish—and it was in a great | 


majority—where there was neither con- | 
flict nor harmony, but apathy. Thirty | 


\ 


Mr. Bryce. 


If there was a trust deed | 
that reason, 


The | 


| subscriptions. 


'and school fees. 


would conform to his views. One 
could not complain of that, because 


scientious convictions. But it was for 
because there were so 
few people in the rural parishes 
the trouble to watch over the clergy- 
man, that he believed the one-man 
management would continue. The 
charge on subscriptions was a_ perfectly 
insignificant charge. He had endeavoured 
to get an estimate oi the charge on 
In a district covering 
100 children it would be very small 
indeed; it would be a charge quite 
easy for four or five people to meet, 
without any strain, out of their own 
pockets. Added to that there was the 
fact that in 8400 of these schools they 
had the rents of the school houses, and 
in at least 1500 there were endowments 
So that in one half 
of the voluntary schools there were 
other funds from which the cost of 
repairs could be defrayed without touch- 
ing the subscriptions. He believed 
the thing would remain, so far as the 
Bill was concerned, even more in the 
hands of a small number of persons 
than heretofore, because hitherto it 
had been necessary to call for subserip- 
tions from a wider area than now. One 
other observation suggested itself to 
him. For twenty-five years they had 
had in the House a demand, which 
had latterly become less articulate and 
less effective, for some recognition of 
the power of the laity in the Church 
of England. If one who belonged to 
another country and was able to look 
dispassionately at these matters might 
express his feeling, he would say that 
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it was a@ pity that in this Bill some | allusion to the owner of aschool through- 
better recognition was not given to the | out. He thought that some words would 
rights of the laity. The view of the ‘have to be inserted directing the Board 
right hon. Gentleman opposite was that of Education to have regard to ownership 
the Bill was promoted to secure that | 12 these schools. 


denominational teaching which the 
Church, as a whole, desired. He was _. MR. A. J. BALFOUR appealed to the 
House to bring the discussion on this 


sure he did not ignore the laity, but ; 
the Bill did. If it did not, it would Amendment to a conclusion. 


have provided for a universal rule under ; ‘. 

which in every parish, whatever the 3-55.) Dk. MACNAMARA (Camber- 
terms of the trust deed, there should | Well, N.) regretted he could not accede to 
have been an election by members of the request of the right hon. Gentleman. 
the Church of England in the parish | His case against the Clause was that 
of these denominational managers. If | where there was no proper constituency 


that had been adopted it would have the Clause did not create one, and that 


rendered the Kenyon-Slaney Amend-| Where there was a constituency it would 
y y pamene destroy it. The Prime Minister had said 

ment entirely unnecessary. If the right : : . 
om, Gentieeidn Godld eonk sow alalt that the broad fact remained in the Bill 
‘ ‘that the duty and necessity of still pro- 


s ay among Proton - would | viding proper funds for the repair of 
oa better stroke for the Bill than any | denominational schools would rest on the 
he had yet done. He was convinced denominational managers. That was 
that would be the best way of solving | true of the original form of the Bill. But 
the difficulty, and therefore, in the | from March 24th right down to the 
interest of peace in the Church of | present moment it was notorious that the 
England and in the interest of the Church, through its leaders, had been 
rights of the laity he very much attempting to whittle away the financial 
regretted that some such course had | obligations which had been put upon it 
not been taken. by the Bill. As the Bill now stood, the 
'Government had destroyed the con- 
| stituency by taking away any obligation 
to maintain voluntary contributions. 
As the Bill originally stood, there was a 
considerable obligation on the managers 
to maintain the fabric out of voluntary 
contributions, but the obligation had now 
'been practically removed. |‘ No, no.”} 
First of all, under the Clause adopted on 
the preceding day the managers were 
to have a considerable pull on the 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said that the words of the Clause 
as to the provisions of the trust deed being 
in any respect inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of the Bill obviously pointed to 
those, the great majority of cases, in 
which the deed provided for a larger 
number of managers than was allowed 
under the Bill. In the great majority of 


these trust deeds four managers were |. . 
‘income from endowments. That income 


provided for. The principal task of the | “ any 

Board of Education would be to cut down | #mounted to £151,000. He — yer 

the number of managers, and he thought | 88Y how much the managers would get o 
grt that sum, but whatever the amount, it 


they might look to that Department to 
see that the claims of the clergy and the | —_ Mag ws the eae of f the 
laity were properly balanced. One very | ‘#0"¢ an Chane wee tas fens rom 


| ‘4 ? ir ; > 
important aspect of the question had not | ae erg po vy hich 
been discussed, and that was the very | ere were 0,404. Most of tose houses 


large number of cases in which there were | W°re 10 the country, and worth, perhaps, 


no trust deeds. How were the Board of | °Mly £4 or £5 a year, but those in the 


Education going to meet such cases? He | peal to ip es se cd = gc ves 
would be glad to have a little more light | M™® Moderate ngure o Po re the Then 
thrown upon that. This brought them | ¥ ouldamounttomorethan £42,000. Then 
to a set of cases in which there was no | the next Clause to be considered proposed 

| to give the managers a right to a share of 


trust deed and the school was private | +42 school fees, which in the past had 
property, which might be diverted to any | gone to the relief of local rates, and had 
other purpose by the owner at any time. amounted to £232,000. In addition to 


It was very curious that there was no | that, the Board of Education had agreed 
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that in future there should be fees in ; Minister was doubtless sincere in saying he 
night schools. Therefore, from endow- did not want the clerical element to 
ments, rents and school fees, there was | dominate the schools, but as the result 
roughly £500,000 of money, which, of this Clause, the schools would be so 
together with the £800,000 in volun- | dominated, because the only constituency 
tary subscriptions, made £1,250,000 | by which a lay element could be secured 
upon which the managers would have | was destroyed. He hoped that before 
some claim under the Bill. He had gone | the Clause was passed, it would be so 
carefully into the question of the cost of modified as to secure a fair amount of 
maintaining the fabric, and considered lay representation on the trust manage- 
that an average of 2s. per head would | ment of these denominational schools. 
amply meet the charge. 


*Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright-|.. MR8- MOSS (Denbighshire, E.) said 
side) pointed out that, according to | it was gencrally recognised that the more 
the last Report of the London School popular the management the better was 
Board, the charge was 5s. 3d. per head. the education, but under this Clause all 

idea of popularising the management of 

Dr. MACNAMARA thought the hon, denominational schools was given up. 
Member must surely be aware that all AS the hon. Member for North Camber- 
charges in connection with building opera- well had conclusively shown, voluntary 
tions and so forth were much higher in subscriptions would practically _ be 
London than in the country. He could unnecessary in the future. That being 
point to hundreds of cases in rural dis- so, under the provisions of the trust 
tricts where the expenditure per child deeds, they would go back to the bad 
was not more than a penny or twopence, system of one man management—either 
and the Committee might rest assured | directly by one man, or by one man and 
that 2s. was a generous estimate. On his nominees. The great bulk of the 
3,000,000 children, that worked out at trust deeds would still be consistent 
£300,000 for the upkeep of the fabric— with the principles of this Bill, and the 
—— — — be easily met out = managers would be appointed under the 
the share of the £1,250,000 given to the provisions of those trust deeds, which 
managers in the manner he had described, ai they would be appointed by the 
with a considerable sum left over to form clergyman. In the event of there being 
a building fund for future use in con-| no trust deeds, how did the Board of 
nection with Clauses 9,10 and 11. Ac-| Equeation propose to proceed ? On what 
cording to the model Clause now in ex- principle would the Board provide either 
istence, in all respects other than the tryst deeds or for the election of 
superintendence of the religious and managers? As the existing constituency 
rc gr se of the scholars, the was to be destroyed, would the Board 
contro’ and management of these schools | map out a constituency in the various 
iin mma at ak pea rl areas by which managers should be 

a ee e_ principe" | elected, or would they themselves ap- 
officiating minister of the district, his | —. ¢ The Claus s 
licensed curate or curates, and a certain a See y cat 

extremely vague, and the Committee 


number of other persons who continued h Bice oe ; hi 
to be contributors to the amount of 20s, | °US . to have some information on (his 
| point. 


a year. ‘With this obligation to main- 
tain the fabric practically removed, how F 
many of such contributors would there| (4-13.) Question put. 

be? The constituency was practically 

destroyed, and they would have to fall The Committee divided :—Ayes, 203; 
back on the clerical element. The Prime Noes, 110. (Division List No. 554.) 


AYES. 
Agy-Gardner, James Tynte | Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Baird, John George Alexander 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Arrol, Sir William Balearres, Lord 





Allhusen AugustusH’nryEden | Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Baldwin, Alfred 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Bailey, James (Walworth) Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. (Mane’r 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Bain, Colonel James Robert | Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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Balfour,RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Jathurst, Hon Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Ball, William James 
Campbell,Rt. Hn.J. A(Glasgow 
Carson, Kt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, kK. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A.(Wore | 


Chapman, Edward 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Corbett,A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 


> 


Disiaeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Doxtord,Sir William Theodore | 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Dyke,Ret. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson,S rAugustusFrederick 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, SirEW (B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Groves, James Grimble 





| Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
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Hamilton, RtHn Lord G( Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants. ,Fareh’m 


| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Lockie, John 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Frencis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, Janes (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 


| Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt’n 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
-almer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pease, Herbert Pike(D’rlington 
Pemberton, John 8. G, 
Percy, Earl 


NOES. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) ! Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


Allen,CharlesP (Glouc. Stroud | 


Atherley-Jones, L 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 





Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 





e ' 
| 
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Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Cel. Edward 
Purvis, Rober+ 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley,Hon M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


Seely,Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxtet h 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col SirC E H (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamH 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C,E(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES. — 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood, and Mr. Anstruther. 


| Causion, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

| Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 

! Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
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Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH( Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heime, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, David Brynmor (Swans’a 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
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Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJ osephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren,Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbigh) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Schwann, Charles E. 
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Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman. Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Spencer, RtHnC.R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 

Th nas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Noifolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W. BR.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 





(4.25.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said 
they had been discussing the question of 
the constituency that should elect new 
foundation managers. He wished to 
make it clear why he was selecting a 
constituency which was a denominational 
one. He took it that the decision of the 
House had been that these managers 
must be denominational managers. The 
question was what was a _ proper 
denominational constituency for the 
election of the four managers of a 
denominational trust? He selected two 
different bodies. First of all, the parents. 
The whole case in favour of dogmatic 
religious teaching had been that it was 
the demand of the parents. They argued 
that the parents wanted to bring up their | 
children in their own faith. He knew | 
the state of things that existed in Wales, | 
and he understood that in England about | 
four-fifths of the parents were not con- | 
cerned much about any faith at all. In| 
Liverpool about 90 per cent. of the! 
population were outside any place of | 
worship on Sundays at the morning or | 
afternoon service. The accommodation | 
in London would only provide for one- 
fifth of the whole population, so that if 
they crowded all the churches in London 
they would have four-fifths of the popula- 
tion outside. It was an extraordinary 
thing that these places he had mentioned 





were the keenest about providing dog- 
matic teaching for the people of Wales, 
although they did not attend their own 
places of worship. The people who did 
not care enough about dogmas to subscribe 
a penny towards religion in London, 
nevertheless returned Members to Par lia- 
iment who demanded that the ratepayers 
of Wales should give definite religious 
teaching to their children just to save 
them from paganism. Was there any 
other basis on which the Prime Minister, or 
any other defender of the sectarian faith, 
could justify this proposal except that 
the parents wanted their children brought 
up in a certain faith? The parent 
was the best judge, and no one had 
a right to judge for him. The parent 
was the guardian of the spiritual 
interest of his child. lf the parent did 
not want his child brought up in any 
particular faith why should it be forced 
upon him by outsiders? Why not leave 
the parent himself to select? The sub- 
scribers had been gradually wiped out by 
several Acts of Parliament of which the 
present Bill before the Committee was the 
climax. The subscriber had been gradu- 
ally abolished. He suggested that the 
parents should select two of the managers 
for the purpose of administering the 
trusts in which they had a much larger 


interest than anyone else. It was a great 
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mistake—and the noble Lord opposite 
was constantly making it— to assume 
that the only interest they had got in a 
school was the interest they had in the 
subscriptions. The most precious interest 
was that which the parent had got in the 
faith of his child. If they were going to 
give the subscriber of 10s. the right to 
manage the school and to declare what 
sort of instruction was to be given in it, 
the man who sent his child to the school 
had a right to a voice in declaring what 
sort of instruction should be given, and 
especially what sort of religious instruc- 
tion he wished his child to have. Now 
he came to the second branch of his 
Amendment. They should not leave it 
to the minister practically to elect his 
own colleagues. This was carrying co- 
operation rather too far. The Prime 
Minister would not trust the County 
Council to this extent. The right hon. 
Gentleman would not trust one member 
of the County Council to elect the whole 
of his colleagues, but that was practically 
what he was doing with regard to the 
Board of Management. With all the 
ingenuity of the right hon. Gentleman, 
his reply on that matter was very inade- 
quate and slightly irrelevant. He re- 
spectiully challenged the Prime Minister 
to point to anything in the trust deed 
that would diminish the one-man power 
of the clergyman. The clergyman 
selected the curate, and he could select 
the subscribers. Really, this was very 
important, because the whole thing 
turned on it. The clergyman was cog- 
nisant of the needs of the school, and if 
he wanted £10 he would pick out the 
people who would subscribe the amount. 





subscription on him—a very 
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represented. Otherwise, it was a perfect 
imposture to put this proposal forward 
as anything but clerical control. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In line 1, at the beginning, to insert the 
words ‘ Two of.’’’—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.”’ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member, in moving his Amendment, 
told us both at the beginning and the 
end of his speech that he trankly accepted, 
for the purpose of argument, the decision 
at which the Committee arrived earlier 
in the debate that four of the managers 
should be foundation managers, but 
either I misunderstood his speech or 
misunderstood his Amendment, for I 
thought the first part of the hon. Mem- 
ber’s speech advocated not denoniina- 
tional management, but management 
including two representatives of the 
parents irrespective of their denomina- 
tion. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I accepted 
for the purpose of argument the state- 
ment of the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich, that the parents were eager 
for denominational teaching. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman will admit, I think, that it is 
part of the complaint he makes against 
the whole of the Bill that in many 
Church schools in the country there are 
children whose parents do not belong to 


, the denomination. 
If anyone went to him and obtruded a | 


unusual | 


thing in any kind of business—he might | 


refuse it. 


want more. The hon. 
the Prime Minister to say whether the 
clergyman could refuse a subscription. 
In any case, he need not collect subscrip- 
tions every year; and the trust deed 
said that the elected managers were to 
be elected by “the subscribers of the 
current year.” On the question of the 
denominational character of the manage- 
ment the Committee had decided; but, 
accepting that decision, he urged that 
the laity as well as the clergy should be 


He might say that he had | 
already got his £10 and that he did not | 
Member asked | 
| actual fact. 





Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE indicated 


dissent. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is the 
It has never been denied 
by any of the advocates of the Bill, and 
it has been undoubtedly proved by the 
opponents. It isa notorious fact. ‘These 
grievances exist sometimes on one side 
and sometimes on another. The hon. 
Gentleman will admit that if his Amend- 
ment were carried it would not secure that 
denominational representation of four 


foundation managers which he professes 


| 


| 


{ 


argument. 


to be ready to take for the purpose of 
I do not deal further with 
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that branch of the Amendment because I | 
think it is dealt with in the tenour of the 
hon. Member’s own speech. The remain- 
ing part is directed at preventing what 
the hon. Member regards as absolute 
clerical domination over the four 
foundation managers. I am quite unable 
to understand from the hon. Member’s 
explanation what there is in the normal 
trust deed of the National Society to give 
the clergyman this power of nominating 
all his colleagues for the foundation 
management. The hon. Gentleman said 
that the clergyman would hardly ever 
require subscriptions, and if he did 
they would be very small in amount. He 
said that all the clergyman would have 
to do would be to goto some subservient 
person in his parish—— 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : Sympathetic, 
rather. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Some sym- 
pathetic person in the parish and say to 
him ‘‘Give me 10s. or £1,” or whatever 
is the qualifying sum, and in that way 
get a constituency who would only 
return persons in absolute sympathy 
with himself. 1 do not agree with the 
hon. Gentleman. The task which will 
devolve upon themanagers of the National 
Society’s schools is that of devising a 
scheme which will as far as possible carry 
out the intentions of the trust deed. 
Now the intentions of the deed of that 
society are plain on the face of it. They 
are not intended to give clerical control 
or a clerical majority on the managing 
body. It is perfectly true, as the hon. 
Gentleman has pointed out, that the 
clergyman of the parish is ex officio a 
member. It is also true that he may 
appoint his curate or curates as man- 
agers. There might be on the board of 
management one, two, or possibly three 
clergymen, but the number of managers 
of whom this clerical element would form | 
a part was a large and indefinite num- 
ber. There is no question under present 
circumstances of dominating any large 
body of subscribers, and therefore what 
the National Society managers will have 
to do is to try to frame a scheme in 
which the four denominational repre- 
sentatives shall be a reflection of the 
kind of body contemplated by the! 
original trust deed, and as that original | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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trust deed does not contemplate a cleri- 
cally dominated body, so I hope the 
reflection or copy of that trust deed, 
which will be embodied in the future 
trustees or governing body of the schools, 
will not be any more than its prototype 
clerically controlled or with a clerical 
majority. Therefore I do not think that 
the hon. Gentleman is justified in his 
contention. I do not think I need go 
any further in the matter. I do not 
think the hon. Gentleman in his 
speech, whatever may be said of the 
Amendment, described the actual kind 
of constituency he would wish to 
have for the election of denominational 
managers, I content myself with the hon. 
Gentleman's speech, and with showing, 
1] hope with some force, that just as 
the existing trust deeds of the National 
Society are not intended to give this 
clerical domination of which he is afraid, 
so the trust deeds which ure to replace 
them will be framed on the same model 
and will be intended to carry out the 
same result. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said that what 


they desired was that the Government 
should make some suggestion as to the 
manner in which the managers would be 
selected. The right hon. Gentleman did 
not really seem to appreciate the point 
of the Amendment. In a large number 
of cases at the present moment there 
was a good deal of elasticity in the work- 
ing of the trust, and managers were 
brought in who did not fulfil the 
conditions of the trusts. If this Clause 
passed as it stood the managers would 
be the persons signified by the trust 
deed. He did not wish to go over again 
which had been so 
admirably stated, but it was quite 
obvious that this possibility of choice 
would be very much limited indeed, for 
it would not be necessary for a particular 
school to have so many subscribers as in 
the past. The hon. Member for Stow- 
market said that there was no conspiracy 
on the part of the clergy on this matter. 
He did not wish to impute any blame 
as to why there had been one-man 
management hitherto; but what the 
hon. Member opposite wanted to 
retain was that one-man system, 
while what they on that side of the House 
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desired was to bring the lay element 
into themanagement. There were many 
cases where it had been very difficult to 
bring on to the board of managers 
a man of independent mind. The 
possibility of choice by the clergyman 
would be so limited that practically all 
the foundation members would be under 
his control. It seemed to him that the 
Clause, as it stood, was contrary to the 
spirit of the Bill, and even to what the 
Government desired ; and he hoped that 
even now the Government would enlarge 
the letter of the Bill by which the 
trustees would not be absolutely limited 
in theirchoice. There was no doubt that 
of the four denominational managers 
there might be two clericals and in some, 
cases three. The Chairman was to havea 
casting vote, so that all that was necessary 
was that the Chairman should secure the 
appointment of two supporters, and that 
would give him a permanent majority. 
Another important point was that it was 
desirable to have the lay element on the 
board of management, and the only way 
in which that could be secured in small 
country districts would be by enlarging 
the terms of the trust. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) said 
they were all agreed on one point, and tLat 
was that the model trust deed would re- 
main in force after this Bill became an Act 
of Parliament. The question, therefore, 
was how this trust deed would operate 
in rural parishes. Any one who read 
the trust deed knew that the qualification 
of a manager was very difficult to attain. 
First, a candidate for managership must 
subscribe 20s., and the franchise for the 
election of a manager was a subscription 
of 10s. for every manager the subscriber 
wished to vote for. That franchise was 
very much out of date and ought not 
any longer to remain in the country. 
He understood that where the trust 
deed could not be carried out in its 
entirety it was, according to the Chancery 
doctrine of cy pres, to be carried out as 
near as possible. So far as he understood, 
this Bill was intended by the First Lord 
to remove what he called an intoler- 
able strain—which was the subscrip- 
tions — from the shoulders of the 
subscribers who had to bear it. If 
that were so, what became of those 
subscriptions and subscribers? They 
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knew now that the voluntary schools 
had a fund at their disposal sufficient 
to meet their requirements, and 
even to leave a profit. When that 
took place the necessary successors 
of the subscribers were the ratepayers, 
and the power of the subscribers ought 
really to fall into the hands of the rate- 
payers. The First Lord said that they 
ought to disregard the trust deeds, but 
he thought they ought to enforce them, 
for there was a certain popular element 
in them. The First Lord admitted that 
under the trust deeds one-man manage- 
ment was possible; but what was 
wanted to be enforced was that there 
should be some genera) popular denomi- 
national element amongst the four 
members elected by the denomination. 
They wanted to make these four mem- 
bers not representative of any one man 
in the parish, but of the denomination 
itself ; and he thought it ought not to 
be beyond the wit of man to devise 
some scheme whereby that would be 
secured. There were representatives of 
the Protestant Laymen’s League in the 
House, and surely the:e Gentlemen 
were anxious that the Protestant lay- 
men should be represented on the 
board of managers. He asked the 
hon. Member for East Toxteth, where 
the Laymen’s League was particularly 
strong, was he really content with the 
Government scheme on this point? Did 
he not think that there should be some 
popular element in the choice of these 
four denominational managers ! It was 
quite true that in a great many parishes 
the majority of the parents were Non- 
conformists, although their children 
attended the Church schools. But it 
was open to the hon. Gentleman to 
move an Amendment to the Amend- 
ment, that the parents who elected the 
denominational managers should belong 
to the denomination. They had heard 
of the inalienable rights of the parents, 
and here was a case where some justice 
could be done to them. 


Sir EDWARD GREY said there 
seemed to be a misunderstanding be- 
tween the two sides of the Committee 
as to what the intention of the Clause 
was, and he should like to ask the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board 
of Education which was the right 
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interpretation. He really thought the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon had based 
his Amendment on the assumption that 
what would happen in a certain number 
of cases, after this Clause was passed, 
would be, that under the typical National 
Society's trust deeds, where subscriptions 
would be no longer required, the incum- 


bent would remain the one person nomi- | 


nated by the trust deed on the Com- 
mittee of managers, but three other 
managers were to be appointed, and 
in a case where the subscriptions 
which had been given were with- 
drawn, and there were no subscribers 
left, the incumbent would have it in 
his power to select those three by 
simply going to three different people 
in the parish and saying, “If you 
will each give 20s. you will become the 
other three managers.” In that way 
those three would be his nominees, and 
if he should be displeased with any one 
of them, all he would have to do would 
be to say that he did not want his £1, 
and to apply for the amount from some- 
body else. Their reading of this Clause 
was that after the Bill was passed, 
the appointment of managers under the 
trust deeds would go on automatically as 
before, except in a case where the Board of 
Education was appealed to on the ground 
that the trust deed was inconsistent with 
the provisions of the Act. The reply of 
the First Lord of the Treasury was that 
in every such case the Board of Educa- 
tion would draw up or approve a 
scheme. But where was that to be 
found in the Bill? The Board 
would have to approve a scheme for the 
appointment of a committee, but not 
every scheme for management. His 
contention was, that except in exceptional 
cases, where there were no trust deeds, 
or where the management under a trust 
deed was inconsistent with the provisions 
of the Bill, the Board would not come 
into the matter. 


(5.5.) Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) thought 
it was no doubt the case that under this 
Bill a great number of Orders would have 
to be made, as had been suggested by the 
right hon. Member for East Somerset, and, 
under those circumstances, asked whether 
it would not be worth while to endeavour 
to arrive at some uniform system. He 


admitted that the effect of the Bill would 


Sir Edward Grey. 
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be to somewhat diminish the danger of 
clerical domination. But the question 
now was, the old constituency being 


| destroyed, how should a new constituency 


be created? Much was heard of the 
rights of the laity and their lack of in- 
terest in Church matters, and so long as 
the clergyman remained the autocrat in 
the parish it was difficult for a Church 
layman to take such interest. The 
clergyman was very apt totalk of “my” 
parish, *‘ my ’’ church, and “ my” school, 
though, on the financial side, it was 
“your” debt. But debt after the Bill 
passed would become non-existent and 
subscribers unnecessary, and he agreed 
with his hon. friend that two managers 
should be elected from the parents of 
children attending the school. But 
among the strong supporters of this Bill 
there were some who cared a good deal 
more for the unalienable right of the 
parson to dominate everything in the 
parish than anything else. The proba- 
bility of the representatives of parents 
being Nonccnformists, and their appoint- 
ment being inimical to thedenominational 
character of the school, would only arise 
where there was but the one school amid 
a population largely Nonconformists, and 
in such a case he should be prepared to 
say, let the denominational character of 
the school cease. It was only fair that 
the parents of the children attending the 
school should have a voice in the 
management. 


*Sm WILLIAM ANSON, in reply to 
the right hon. Baronet, said that where 
the foundation managers were neither 
more nor less than the number mentioned 
in the Bill, there would be no further 
trouble, and no necessity for application 
to the Board of Education ; but if the 
managers were too many or too few, or if 
there was no trust deed, upon application 
made, the Board would follow the trust 
deed as closely as possible, or the past 
system so far as it was in conformity with 
the Bill, so as to obtain four foundation 
managers. 


Mr. TREVELYAN gave an instance of 
a school in the South of England where 
the voluntary subscriptions amounted to 
£60, all subscribed by two or three 
people, and where the managers were 
elected by virtue of their being subscribers. 
As a result of the introduction of the Bill, 
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all the subscribers had fallen off except | 


one, and the clergyman was in a position 
to select his own managers. What 
would happen in the future would be not 
the one-man management of which they 
had heard so much, but more black-cassock 
management. The “grouping” Clause 
would further increase the tendency to 
clerical control, because where six or seven 
parishes were grouped together for the 
purposes of appointing one Committee of 
management, it was not unreasonable to 
suppose that the clergyman of each particu- 
lar parish would insist upon being put on 
the Committee. What were the Govern- 
ment afraid of ? Unless there was very 
good reason for not doing so, parents and 
communicants would naturally desire that 
the clergyman should be appointed to the 
management. After the Kenyon-Slaney 
Amendment the other side need not be in 
the least afraid of outside unclerical 
members coming on the board of manage- 
ment. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said he did not 
think hon. Gentlemen opposite who had 
suggested a great number of cases in 
which difficulties would arise had _suffi- 
ciently considered how overwhelming 
were the difficulties in the way of their 
proposal or any possible proposal on the 
same lines. As to their suggestion that 


the other managers, apart from the in- | 


cumbent, should be representatives of the 
denomination, if they had been following 
closely the controversy about Church 
reform for the last four years, they would 
know that nothing was so difficult as to 


say who was and who was not entitled to 


be regarded as a member of the Church 
of England. A great many people were 
anxious to increase the power of the laity 
in the Church, but in order to determine 
who were the persons who ought to have 
extended powers in the management of 
the Church itself, they must first deter- 
mine who the laity were, and to attempt 
to do that by a Clause in this Bill would 
lead to widespread opposition. Then it 
was said, why not fall back on the parent ? 
It was perfectly true that the rights of a 
parent over his child were the greatest 
rights that could be conceived. But a 
parent, because he was a parent, had no 
rights over other people’s children. His 
position was very different from that of a 
citizen. A citizen was part of a larger 
whole, and in respect of the whole had 
certain rights, and therefore there was no 
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impropriety in a majority of citizens 
determining what was good for a minority 
of citizens. Therefore they could not 
have the system of the representation of 
the laity until they determined who the 
laity were, and they could not have 
representation of the parents, because the 
parents’ rights were purely individual 
over his own children, and consequently 
they must fall back upon the trust deed, 
on respect for which the Clause was 
founded. 


Mr. BRYCE said he always listened 
with considerable interest to the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich. because 
he always tried to bring back the Com- 
mittee to questions of principle, and more 
particularly on this occasion because the 
noble Lord had said two things well 
worth the saying. He had pointed out 
how excessively difficult it was to find 
what the definition of a member of the 
Church of England was, but the difficulty 
of finding a definition of what constituted 
a member of the Church of England, 
did not alter the general proposition 
that there ought to be lay control. If 
the Government admitted that, it was for 
them to suggest a method which would 
give some satisfaction to the claims of 
the laity. He did not gather from the 
noble Lord whether the laity should be 
represented or not. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said, as the Bill 
stood at present, that would depend 
largely on the trust deed. 


Mr. BRYCE said the trust deed was 
simply a document which determined the 
destination of certain property, and he 
denied that the right of looking after 
bricks and mortar was to prevail over the 
lives, wishes, and liberties of individual 
living men. He was sick and tired of 
hearing this right of property continually 
brought forward as if it was to supersede 
and over-ride the rights of living beings. 
He would far rather buy out or rent the 
school. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that was not the scheme of the Bill, but 
if the Government would come forward 
with a proposition of that sort, they would 
find there would be no difficulty about the 
money. The bricks and mortar would 
not stand in the way of what was called 
for in the interests of justice. The argu- 
ment of the noble Lord as to the rights 
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of parents being individual was very 
subtle, but because parents might, con- 
ceivably have different wishes with regard 
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‘Secretary to the Board of Education that 
'the system would remain substantially 
| unchanged. 


to their children, were all the rights of | 


the parent to be altogether extinguished | 
and denied because he was an individual 
man, without the right of saying what 
should be done with regard to every 
other individual man’s child? The idea 
was absurd. Parents were a kind of 
solidarity, and, speaking broadly, the 
wishes of the parents belonging to the 
Church of England were substantially 
the same. They would only obtain 
substantial justice if they adopted the 
representative system. Theretore, the 
dilemma put by the noble Lord did 
not touch the needs of the case. It 
was no answer to the proposal, and 
the only answer that could be made 
by the Government was a better pro- 
posal which would more adequately 
meet the wishes of the parents. Until 
that was given they would continue to 
ask for ascheme, and, in default of receiv- 
ing one, they put forward this scheme, 
which was better than nothing. With 
regard to what had been said by the 
Secretary to the Board of Education as 
to the cases where there might be too 
many managers or too few, in the 
fermer case, he supposed, the simple 
course would be to cut off one. In 
that case the existing system would 
remain, and the clergyman would retain 
such right of nomination as he at 
present possessed. If there were too few 
managers, he assumed that one or two) 
would be added in the same manner as 
persons were now elected, viz., by the) 
subscribers. In neither of those cases! 
wouldthere beanychangefromthe present 
system ; and all that had been said on 
that side of the House about the position | 
of subscribers, about the clergyman being | 


(5.32.) THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
(Sir Ropert FiINtay, Inverness Burghs) 
said that one satisfactory feature of the 
debate was that it had definitely put an 
end to the assertion made earlier in the 
proceedings that the one-man system of 
management was not interfered with by 
the Bill. 


Mr. BRYCE dissented. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY did not 
understand the right hon. Gentleman to 
repeat the assertion. 


Mr. BRYCE said he repeated it in 
another form. 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY thought it 
was hardly possible for the assertion to 
be repeated after this debate. First, 
there was the control of the local educa- 
tion authority over all the secular part 
of the education ; secondly, on the board 
of managers, who had the control of the 
religious education, there were two 
managers nominated by the local 
authority ; and, thirdly, the clergyman 
would be one of four foundation 
managers—there being three others who 
would certainly put an end to the idea 


‘that, even as regarded the foundation 


managers, it was simply a case of one- 


| man management. The right hon. Gentle- 


man the Member for South Aberdeen 
had entered into the question of whether 
the alternative scheme of buying out 


|the Church schools would not have 


been better than the scheme in the 
Bill. But to a sale there must be 





able to have many or few subscribers as | two parties. It was not enough for a 


he pleased, and about the subscribers| Person to be willing to buy; the owner 
being few and probably immediately | must be ready to sell. If the owners of 
connected with the clergyman, still held | the Church schools valued the distinctive 
good, as the management would be sub- | teaching for which the schools were 
stantially the same as in the past. He established so highly that they declined 
assumed, and he thought they hadaright | to sell, what was to be done? Were 
to assume after the events of the last they to be forcibly expropriated ? W as 
fortnight, that every possible advantage | Parliament ie =— these schools, which 
would be taken by the clergy of the| \° provided for one purpose, and apply 

: : etary: | them to another, thereby violating con- 
power given into their hands by the) victions strongly entertained by those 
letter of the law, and therefore it might | interested in the schools? He ventured 


fairly be taken from the answer of the|to say that the suggestion of the right 
1 
Mr. Bryce. 
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hon. Gentleman that that was a feasible 
solution of the difficulty was one which 
would be rejected by the bulk of Mem- 
bers on his own side who would object 
to the expense, and by those on the 
Government side who were interested in 
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Obviously, if anything like the propor- 

tion contemplated in the Bill was to be 
preserved, provision would have to be 
made by which the representation of lay 
subscribers provided for in the trust deed 
| was perpetuated. 


the maintenance of the distinctive prin- | . A 
ciples for the teaching of which these | d Mr. BRYCE put the case of a aout 
scnitn satel deed which contemplated five mana- 
| gers, of whom the clergyman was given 
Mn. BRYCE said he did not give it as| Power to. nominate one, and asked 
his suggestion. What he said was that | bmp then pl five managers 
the Government ought to have made | ste sate 
the offer. The First Lord of the Trea-| ee Tedused to four, the clergyman's 
sury had spoken as if the difficulty in ats Pee ee ; 
the way was these schools, but, as he | silt 
had not made such an offer, he was not| Sir ROBERT FINLAY did not think 
entitled to say that that was the difficulty. | jt desirable to enter into details of how 
any particular case should be dealt 
Str ROBERT FINLAY thought the} with. It was sufficient, at the present 
considerations to which he had ad-/| stage, to say that the function of the 
verted were a sufficient explanation of | Board of Education would be to make 
why such an offer was not made. It/an order that would fairly carry out 
was totally impracticable, and would | the true intent of the trust deed, having 
have been rejected by the common-| regard to the altered circumstances. 
sense of both sides of the House. | Then the right hon. Gentleman ap- 
With regard to the alleged difficulty | peared to contemplate that,‘in future, 
of framing schemes for the election of |in a great many cases, there would be 
foundation managers in the future, he | no subscribers. 
would point out that the provision that | 


the clergyman was to be ez officioa mem- 
ber and was to appoint his curates, was 
only a portion of a trust deed which 
contemplated a considerable number of 
uther managers. The National Society’s 
trust deeds provided that there should 
be original managers—subscribers—and 
that future vacancies were to be filled 
up by election by the body of subscribers. 
So that, as compared with the body pro- 
vided for in the Bill, a committee of 
considerable dimensions was there con- 
templated. The presence of the clergy- 
man, even with two or three curates, on 
a large body of that kind, was not at 
all of the same significance as it would 
be on a body in which there were only 
four foundation managers. The effect 
of any order made by the Board of Edu- 
cation under this Clause would be as far 
as possible to reflect the true intent and 
purport of the trust deed, although, of 
course, it would have to be modified to 
meet the changed circumstances. It 


| Mr. BRYCE: That there would be 
| very few. 
| 

Sir ROBERT FINLAY apprehended 
that in future there would be a con- 
siderable demand for the purpose of 
meeting the cost of repairs. There 
might be individual parishes so happily 
situated in regard to endowments 
applicable to repairs that subscriptions 
would be wanted either not at all, or 
toa very small extent, but throughout 
the county generally he thought there 
would be a large demand to meet the 
cost of the repairs thrown on the 
managers by this Bill. It was not 
for him to forecast the future, but one 
of the possibilities certainly was that 
the churches interested in these schools 
would find it convenient to establish 
something in the nature of a central 
|fund, either for the whole country, or 
| for considerable districts, to which sub- 
| scriptions might be paid. It was quite 








would not fairly represent the effect of | within the range of reason that sub- 
the trust deed if, where there were only | scriptions might be given either for the 
four managers, it gave three places to| repairs of an individual school, or to a 
the clergyman and his two curates. central fund available, as required for 
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the repair of any school within the) suggestions, one of which was very happy 
sphere of the operations of the fund. |and the other far less happy. He had 
He did not say whether it would be | suggested that in the case of a trust deed 
done or not. It would be for the Board | which provided for a managing body of 
of Education to determine these matters | twelve, of whom three were ¢x officio, when 
according to the circumstances of the | that the number of foundation managers 
case, but it would be perfectly practic- | was reduced to four, the ez officio element 
able to say that those who were willing|should be reduced proportionately. 
to enter into a legal obligation to sub-| That was a principle the adoption of 
scribe, when required, a certain sum | Which by the Board of Education would 
per annum for the purpose of repairs, work _ greatly to the advantage of 
should count as subscribers, as also | education. But when the hon. and 
should those persons resident in the | learned Member went on to foreshadow 
district served by a particular school | the possibility of the subscribers in a 
who agreed to subscribe either to the| given parish, not to the funds of the 
particular school or to a central fund parish school, but to a diocesan fund for 
available for the purposes of the school. all the schools in the diocese, being 
He threw out these suggestions simply regarded under the terms of an order as 
to show that the difficulties were not | SU>scribers for the purpose of electing 
by any means to be assumed to be of | ™@”agers of a particular school, he opened 
the nature supposed by hon. Gentlemen the door to a very dangerous proceeding. 
opposite, but he felt tolerably confident He — the i A — we a be 
that the questions, as they arose, would | *°S“" — SOmENG HE any aeEeEA eee, 
really solve themselves, and that there/°). *S os the nature of an 
ahh wk te on ek ee he official forecast of the future policy 
: 7 _8 ’ of the Board of Education. He had 
making the necessary orders. |applied to these proposals a_ stan- 
— : ; | dard which would measure not how far the 

Mr. BRYCE asked, in reference to| Bi fell short of their ideal but how far 
the hon. and learned Member's last! it went in advance of the actual state 
suggestion, whether, if there was aj of things. It was something to provide 
diocesan school repair association, the | that there should be a committee of a 
members of the association would be | fixed size, one element of which would 
entitled to vote for the managers of a | consist of representative persons. ‘This 
particular school. |committee would meet regularly and 


Sim ROBERT FINLAY said his sug-| Poform its business atcotding | to 
gestion did not go to that extent. It} a oo cast w — be 5 ees 
sige » aah tee eolek hs eli q | advance upon the actual state of things 
inva simply peng tangy tape... eC | at the present time. He understood that 
” subscribers mee the — of electing | this committee was attacked on the 
members of the board of a particular | Opposition side of the House for not being 
school any persons resident in the | sufficiently representative and public in 
district served by that school who had its character, and it was attacked on the 
entered into an obligation to pay @| Ministerial side from below the gangway 
reasonable subscription, although that | hecause it provided for a possible state of 
subscription might go to a central fund, | things in which the rights of the trust 
so long as the fund was available for the | deeds and the clergymen would be over- 





purposes of that school. ridden. He was bound to say that in 
Ba : : this matter of the education of the 
Mr. BRYCE: A diocesan fund ? children the rights of the trust deeds or 





? a eee the rights of the clergymen ought not to 

Sir ROBERT FINLAY did not care | override the rights of the parents of the 
by what name the fund was called—) children attending those schools. He 
whether central, diocesan, or anything) protested against any fetish contained in 
else. He really could not see that the | trust deeds being allowed to override the 
difficulties were so terrible as hon. | rights of the people of the present day. 
Members seemed to apprehend. He wished to say one or two words about 
what had been claimed as the rights of 

*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.)| the clergy. He did not deny that in the 
said the Attorney General had made two| rural parishes of England—he did not 





Siv Robert Finlay, ‘ 
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think it was true so much of the urban 
parishes—the clergyman had shown him- 
self to be the person most interested in 
education, and he had given a very large 
amount of time and a disproportionate 
amount of his stipend and salary to that 
purpose. Of the voluntary contributors, 
the man who had given by far the most 
in proportion to his means, had not been 
the wealthy layman but the clergy- 
man. In many cases they had done 
this out of a sincere regard for the 
welfare of education and out of a sincere 
conviction that the principles of the Church 
of England were the best for the children. 
But Parliament were now confronting a 
uew issue. They were now dealing with a 
Bill which proposed to reorganise the 
local control of elementary — schools, 
and the contention that the services 
of the clergy in the past entitled 
them to render the same Services in the 
future, and that the trust deeds must 
not be affected, was hardly appropriate 
to the present situation. They were dis- 
cussing now a new method of local 
control for denominational schools, and 
in so doing they had a right to consider 
as a new departure what was the proper 
method to adopt. The question was 
whether there was to be amongst the 
foundation managers a representative of 
the parents. He had had some experience 
of one or two cases where it was pro- 
vided by the trust deed that a certain 
element of the managers should be ap- 
pointed by the parents of the scholars. His 
experience had not been that the parents 
of the scholars had been particularly 
anxious to serve. He did not know that 
the parents of children attending public 
elementary schools made at all ideal re- 
presentatives in the management of the 
schools, but he wassure that they madea 
better representative element than no | 
representatives at all. He agreed that the 
parental element was not the best possible 
element from the public and representa- 
tive point of view, but n vertheless it | 
was an advance upon what was proposed | 
by the Government, and he should 
therefore vote for the Amendment. He 
wished to renew his protest against the | 
idea that the parent was to have no | 
rights in the matter while the clergyman 
was to have rights over all the children | 
in the parish. The noble Lord opposite 
claimed such rights for the clergyman, 
and why? Simply because he was the 
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clergyman of the parish. The clergy- 
man had certain parochial rights, but 
he thought it was time that they eli- 
minated clerical rights from the schools, 
and placed the management upon a 
proper basis. The whole cost of manage- 
ment now came fromthe popular purse, 
and the managers ought to be drawn 
from the popular will, and neither the 
rights of the clergy nor the terms of the 
trust deeds should be allowed to stand 
in the way. 


14 0 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said he rose to have a point 
cleared up. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen, in a 
speech he made a very short time ago, 
said that if the trust deed provided for a 
smaller number, say three trustees, it 
would then be the duty of the Board of 
Education to make an Order varying the 
trust deed and making the number up 
tofour. He wished toask the Attorney 
General whether that was so. If that 
was the case he wished to know under 
what particular provision of the Billthat 
result was arrived at. In the Clause 
under discussion it would be seen that 
the power of the Board of Education to 
make an Order depended upon whether— 


“Tt is shown to the satisfaction of the 
Board of Education that the provisions of the 
trust deed as to the appointment of managers 
are in any respect inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of this Act, or insufficient or inapplic- 
able for the purpose, or that there is no such 
trust deed available, the Board of Education 
shall make an Order under this section for the 
purpose of meeting the case.” 


What did the Act say about endow- 
ments? Sub-Section 2 of Clause 7 pro- 
vided that 


** All public elementary schools not provided 
by the local education authority shall, in place 
ot the existing managers, have a body of 
managers consisting of a number of foundation 
managers, not exceeding four, appointed as pro- 





| vided by this Act.” 


Therefore he should have thought that 
the Board of Education would have had 
no power to vary such trust deeds or to 
increase the number from three to four. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said his right 
hon. friend the Member for Cambridge 
University had pointed out that the 
provision made in Section 7 was that 
the number of foundation managers 
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was not to exceed four. The ques- 
tion of having four might arise if 
there were to be two managers repre- 
senting the local authority. He thought 
his right hon. friend had omitted to 
notice that if the appointment of 
managers was insufficient or inapplicable 
for the purpose then the Board of Educa- 
tion would make an Order to meet the 
case. If it were necessary that there 
should be four managers no provision 
would have to be made unless it was in 
order to keep up the balance of repre- 
sentation. 


Str JOHN GORST said he wished to 
point out an example which would be an 
extremely common case. There were a 
number of cases where the trustees were 
the vicar and churchwardens. Take for 
example a Welsh parish where the great 
majority of the people were Noncon- 
formists. The vicar and the church- 
wardens would be the foundation 
managers of the school. Presumably the 
vicar and his churchwardens would be 
Churchmen. The County and Village 
Council might put on two other managers, 
who would presumably be Noncon 
formists. They would then have a Board 
of Managers consisting of three Church- 
men and two Nonconformists. At 
Easter, when the people’s churchwarden 
came to be elected, there was nothing 
to prevent another Nonconformist being 
elected, and then they would have this 
school managed by three Churchmen 
and three Nonconformists. In this case 
what became of the two-thirds majority 
which they were promised ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY contended 
that the Board of Education could 
rectify such a case by the making of an 
Order. 


Sir JOHN GORST: Under what 
provision of the Act could they do that ? 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY: There is 
provision made for the making of such 
an Order— 

‘¢On the application of the existing trustees 
or managers of the school made within a period 
of three months after the passing of this Act.” 
It was for the Board of Education to 
say whether in such a case the provision 
of the trust deed would not be deemed 
insufficient or inapplicable for the 


purpose. 
Sir Robert Finlay. 
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(60.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Gla- 
morganshire, Mid) said he thought the 
argument of the Attorney General was 
entirely unsound, and did not constitute 
an answer to the point raised by the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman said that 
they on this side of the House had at 
some period abandoned the argument 
that under the provisions of the Bill the 
Government would still be perpetuating 
one-man management. They had not 
abandoned that argument. He preferred 
another phrase, however. What they 
were now objecting to was the perpetua- 
tion of clerical management. ‘The inter- 
esting speech of the noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich illustrated the 
difficulty in which they were, and in 
which they must continue to be if they 
were going to preserve these denomina- 
tional schools for ever. The noble Lord 
said it was impossible to know who was 
a member of the Church of England 
and who was not. The hon. Member 
believed that theoretically he was himself 
amember of the Church of England. He 
preferred the word com:nunicant to 
member. He did not know the proportion 
of schools which were managed under the 
modern trust deed. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan): | 
believe, from information which I have at 
hand, that a great majority of the schools 
are under the modern trust deed. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he did 
not know whether the word used was 
member or communicant, but that did 
not get rid of the difficulty. The noble 
Lord’s view was that the education of the 
country ought to be in the hands of the 
clericals. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: I said that 
religious education in the Church schools 
should be under the clergy. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said the point 
was that the noble Lord was driven to 
the position that nobody should take part 
in the management of the Church schools 
but the clergy. He was in a hopeless 
minority in the country and he was in a 
hopeless minority in this House if hon. 
Members were able freely to express their 
convictions. What was wanted in order 


to check the practices which had grown up 
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in various parts of the country was that 
thelaity should berepresented. The speech 
of the First Lord of the Treasury seemed 
rather sympathetic, but what security 
had they that the lay element would be 
allowed to come in? Surely it was 
reasonable to ask that the parents should 
have a voice in saying who were to be the 
managers of a school. The body of the 
pious founder would turn in his grave if 
he knew of some of the things which 
were now practised. In 999 cases out of 
1,000 the clergyman would be one of the 
foundation managers, but he ought not 
to be the sole controlling manager. It 
was necessary that they should know 
precisely how the number of managers 
was to be fixed. The First Lord of the 
Treasury had stated earlier in the evening 
that the number of managers was not 
necessarily confined to six, and the right 
hon. Member for East Somerset had equally 
clearly said that the number was confined 
to six. It was important that the Com- 


‘ mittee should know whether the answer 


given by the Prime Minister was the 
right one. The hon. Member quoted sub- 
Head (/) of Clause 7, and, in view of the 
Prime Minister’s statement in regard to 
the number of managers not being limited 
to six, asked what interpretation was to 
be put on it. 


Mr. MALCOLM hoped the Govern- 
ment were satisfied with the new position 
they had taken up with regard to 
trust deeds. That position he held to 
be that they had altered trust deeds and 
watered them down to suit the purposes 
of the Bill. The right hon. Member for 
South Aberdeen had made a remark 
which passed without any protest from the 
Government, namely, when he expressed 
indignation at the idea that trust deeds 
might overrule the wants and wishes of 
living men. He should like to know how 
iar this new theory as to the violation of 
the sanctity of trust deeds was going to 
be carried. Was it to stop at endowed 
schools, or would it be extended to other 
forms of property? If it was not going 
to be extended, he thought it very 
invidious to alter trust deeds only in the 
case of voluntary and endowed schools ; 
but if it was going to be extended, it 
would be very dangerous, in the future, 
to institutions which, at least, Con- 
servatives had been proud to defend. 
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*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said the speeches of the noble Lord 


‘and other hon. Members had proved 


that the defenders of trust deeds were 
rather to be found on the Opposition 
side of the House than on the other. 
The spirit of the old trust deeds was 
largely in favour of a fair representa- 
tion of the laity, which was what they 
asked for. He did not intend to deal 
with any of the arguments which had 
been so admirably and _ conclusively 
stated in regard to the main issue, but 
he wished to refer to the central point of 
interest in regard to this Amendment. 
The First Lord had given his own view 
and justification of what the Bill was 
going to do, and the Attorney General 
had given information as to what could 
be done under the Bill. What he 
wanted to say was that the Clause 
they were discussing did not create any 
machinery for carrying out the objects 
pointed out by the First Lord, or the 
suggestions made by the Attorney Gen- 
eral. The First Lord had said in the 
most unqualified way that he did not 
wish to see this power of constituting 
any board of managers solely or mainly 
of clerical elements continued, but this Bill 
provided no machinery for checking that 
which, in the First Lord’s opinion as well 
asin his own, was an evil. He hadtaken 
the trouble to examine some of the facts 
in his own division. In one of the towns 
there were three churches, and the 
clergy had created great animosity 
owing to their Ritualistic practices. In 
one of these churches there were 
three curates. In another town, the 
principal Church had no less than five 
curates ; and he challenged the Govern- 
ment to deny that the Clause, as it now 
stood on the Paper, would make it 
possible for the incumbent, if not im- 
perative, to place these curates on 
boards of management. It was really 
idle to say that the Board of Education had 
any power to interfere except in relation 
to the members of the board of managers 
provided for under Section 7 of the Bill. 
He was willing to credit the First Lord 
with perfect sincerity when the right 
hon. Gentleman said that he did not wish 
these managerial bodies to be composed 
entirely of clerics, and when he made the 
remark, which was of very great interest, 
that he anticipated that societies like the 
3C2 
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National Society would draw up a scheme | 
which would carry out some of the objects | 


he had in view. But what he maintained 
was that that was not provided for in the 
Bill or in the Clause under discussion. 


It would be of interest to have an ex- | 


planation of the meaning which could 
be attached to what the First Lord had 
said as to drawing up a further scheme, 
either with the consent or under the 
supervision of the Board of Education, 
or by a society like the National Society. 
What they were concerned with was 
the question of the laity having 
some right to protect themselves — 
ordinary humble Churchmen who had 
quite as good a right to be con- 
sidered, and not merely Nonconformists 
and their grievances—from extrava- 
gances in religious teaching which a 
large majority of these Church parents 
strongly objected to. It was a fact 
within his own knowledge that many of 
the Churchpeople in the town he had 
referred to had been obliged to leave 
these churches and go to villages two or 
three miles distant if they wished to 
attend a communion service such as they 
had been accustomed in former times to 
associate with the pure and reformed re- 
ligion of the Church of England. Under 
this Bill, as it stood, the clergy who 
had thus acted would have a perfect right 
and opportunity to be placed in the full 
management and control of these schools. 
That wasa gross evil. As tothe Amend- 
ment,-he had great doubt as to using 
the parent as an elector as a practical 
remedy. On the management there 
should be a representation of the Church 
spirit, and not merely of the clerical 
spirit. This was not a Party question, 
and he trusted hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
many of whom he knew shared the views 
he had been expressing, would support 
an effort to obtain some modification of 
the Bill by which the great evils possible 


under this Clause should not be allowed | 


to occur. 


East Toxteth) said he rose with consider- 
able hesitation to intervene in this 
debate ; first, because his short acquaint- 
ance with the House of Commons would, 
he thought, cause him to transgress some 
of its Rules before he sat down; and, 
secondly, because he came in, unfortun- 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


end of a lengthy and much debated Bill, 
and at the end of the session, when every- 


1416 


thing that could be said upon the Bill, 
| pro or con, had already been said, and he 
took it that the audience there were 


ately, or perhaps fortunately, at the fag- | 


Mr. Channing. 


*Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpesl, | 7=™ this 


satiated with arguments for and against 


that measure. But he was encouraged to 


speak on this occasion because the issue 
that had been raised during the course 
of the discussion had been rather wider 
than he anticipated from the terms of 
the Amendment put down by the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon Boroughs. 
He would like, before touching on some 
of the controversial points raised, to 
thank the hon. Member opposite—he 
did not know where he sat for and he 
had now left the House—who was kind 
enough to make a statement in regard 
to his election to the effect that it was 
a victory for the principles of some 
League which he was understood to 
represent there. He had always under- 
stood that amongst hon. Members 
opposite that election was understood to 
have been fought upon the Education 
Bill, and that the reduction of the 
majority was, in a certain sense, a check 
to His Majesty's Government upon that 
Bill He was sure it must be a very 
reassuring matter to hon. Members on 
that side of the House to learn that 
the Education Bill, as indeed was the 
fact, had nothing whatever to do with 
the election, and that, if there was a 
triumph in that election for the 
principles of the League which he 
represented, it was also in that sense 
a triumph for His Majesty’s Government. 
The Amendment which had been sug- 
gested by the hon. Member for Carnar- 
von Boroughs raised certainly a very 
grave question, as had been shown 
during the course of that debate, and 
the hon. Member who spoke last, in a 


certain sense, raised the particular issue, 


which was whether one-man control 
in the conduct of those schools had 
been sufficiently checked by this Bill. 
Bill was first introduced 
and when it appeared in all its naked- 
ness before the country, he thought 
there was a general disposition amongst 
all classes of the community to consider 
that it stood very much in need of 
Amendment. It had received that 
Amendment during its passage through 
the House of Commons, and, for his 
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part, he thought that those Amendments 
had been due as much to the spirit 
and temper of His Majesty’s Ministers in 
the conduct of the measure as they had 
been in any sense due to the suggestions 
from the other side of the House. The 
question raised was whether what was 
called one-man management had _ been 
sufficiently checked by what had been 
already adopted in way of Amendment to 
the Bill. He thought they had gone a 
pretty long way in checking one-man 
management under the Bill. In the first 
place, as was pointed out by the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich, they 
had the control over the secular education, 
then they had the two members of the 
management committee appointed entirely 
by local bodies ; last of all, they had some- 
thing which did not appeal to the noble 
Lord, but did appeal to him very strongly 
and to many others—the Amendment 
which stood on record as the Kenyon- 
Slaney Amendment. He extremely re- 
gretted that that Amendment should have 
had the effect it had apparently had upon 
the noble Lord, who fell into an unduly 
pessimistic frame of mind, when he 
appeared to contemplate, not only the 
decease of His Majesty’s Government, but 
possibly also the decease of his near 
relative. If that Amendment had had so 
serious an effect in that direction he could 
only hope the House would be reassured 
by what he could truly state to be the 
fact—that in his election, at any rate, the 
effect of the Kenyon-Slaney Amendment 
was of the most gratifying nature. If he 
came with any mandate to that House— 
he did not know that he did, and he 
certainly did not receive any—he took it 
to be that so far as the principles laid 
down in the Kenyon-Slaney Amendment 
were concerned, he was sent there to 
defend and support them in what the 
noble Lord was pleased to call all their 
naked deformity, without dilution or 
mitigation—and both by vote and speech 
to carry them, so far as he could, in the 
support of His Majesty’s Government. 
There were even wider issues raised upon 
that question of Church reform and 
Church policy. The noble Lord had 
alluded to the difficulty of saying who 
was and who was not a Member of the 
Church of England. He thought they 
were all agreed that there was a difficulty, 
not only as regarded the membership of 
the Church of England, but even some- 
times a slight obscurity as to what were 
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the principles of the Church of England. 
He would hope it would be recognised 
that the Government, in dealing with the 
great question of settling the management 
of those schools, had an enormously diffi- 
cult task to contend with, Although the 
word “ bargain” was occasionally repudi- 
ated on both sides of the House, as a 
matter of fact the whole basis of 
that Bill was nothing more nor less 
than a bargain, concordat, or what- 
ever they liked to call it, between 
the State and the Churches concerned. 
He saw no reason why they should be 
ashamed of admitting that it was. He 
saw no reason why, as Churchmen, 
they should be ashamed of admitting 
that there was under that Bill, in a 
certain sense, to be a new concordat 
between the State and the Churches on 
the subject of the religious education of 
the young. There was no doubt what- 
ever that what had been done in regard 
to the religious instruction of the young 
was something different from what it 
was to be under that Bill, and the change 
was simply in favour of giving the laity 
more control over the education in the 
future, and diminishing the control which 
had hitherto been exclusively exercised by 
the clergy. Turning to the terms of the 
Amendment, he must confess he would 
at an earlier stage of that measure have 
been very glad if the Church, of which 
he was a member, had seen its way, in 
the single-school rural areas at any rate, 
to accept some representation from the 
parents of the children. He could not 
share the difficulties, rather he thought 
of a metaphysical character, which dis- 
tressed the noble Lord the hon. Member 
for Greenwich in regard to the rights 
and duties of the parents. He might 
have misunderstood him, but he took 
him to say that although a parent had 
a right to have his child educated in the 
full principles of his own religious faith— 
at, he supposed, the public expense—he 
had no right to express what his wishes 
or ideas were in regard to that faith in 
the only effective manner which, under 
present-day conditions, he could—by his 
vote for a representative on the board of 
management. That seemed to him a 
hard saying. He did not wish to enter 
into metaphysical arguments, but he 
would have thought under moderncon- 
ditions that it was possible even for a 
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parent to express his ideas by his vote 
in regard to the education of his child. 
But they had to recollect that what was 
suggested by the Amendment went a 
good deal farther than anything that 
had happened hitherto in regard to the 
Bill, even thanthat awful Amendment, the 
Kenyon-Slaney Amendment. What was 
suggested was that that House, without 
consultation with the Church as far as he 
knew, without getting an expression of 
opinion from representative bodies of the 
Church,should proceed to form a religious 
constituency which was tosend on to those 
boards of management representatives 
according to the denominational views of 
that body. He regarded that as a very 
extreme step to take. He spoke with 
very great hesitation in those matters, 
because he was quite unacquainted with 
the length to which that House was 
prepared to go. Certainly, on such 
questions as the reform and discipline 
of the Church of England—a matter in 
which for his sins he had had some little 
experience, thorny as they were—he 
did not know how far the House was 
prepared to go, but he was certain of 
this, that it was not open to the House 
to force upon any religious body, whether 
it were the Roman Catholic Church, the 
Anglican Church, or any other, a system 
practically of religious constituencies and 
self-government, without at any rate the 
appearance of some form of consultation 
in the matter. Therefore, surely, while 
some of them on that §de of the House 
might retain the honest opinion that the 
Church of which they were staunch 
members would have been better advised 
had it accepted, in the rural areas at any 
rate, some representation directly from 
the parents—at the same time they 
were not prepared, vi ¢t armis, to force 
upon the Church, by their vote in this 
House, what she herself had not ex- 
pressed her willingness to accept. He 
wished she could have seen her way to 
accept it, because he believed, in spite 
of all the trust deeds, and in spite of the 
dead hand with which they had to deal, 
they would be safer in matters affecting 
the Church of England if, instead of 
reverting to the past, they had dealt 
with the immediate and practical pro- 
blem of the moment; and surely in 
admitting, as that Amendment suggested, 
the parents of Nonconformists to a vote 


Mr, Austin Taylor, 
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for the purpose of sending arepresentative 
on to the management bodies of those 
schools, they might in that sense have 
welcomed it as tending to broaden the 
position of the Church of England, to 
enlist in her cause the sympathies of 
those numberless Nonconformists who, 
after all, he believed were not so far 
alienated from her as some people 
imagined, and by giving them a direct 
interest in the religious instruction of 
their own children to bring them to the 
conviction that the National Church was 
not inimical to their claims, but might, 
in due time and with proper diplomacy 
in Church and State, come to be once 
more the National Church of this 
country. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) complimented the 
hon. Member who had just spoken upon 
the most admirable debating speech to 
which they had listened from a new 
Member of the House. The hon. Mem- 
ber was not privileged to be in the 
House during the First and Second 
Reading debates in the earlier stages of 
this Bill, and before he came to deal 
with the Amendment the hon. Member 
gave them a general view of the measure. 
He should not be allowed to follow the 
hon. Member in that respect, but he 
congratulated him upon a most interest- 
ing speech. It was specially interesting 
to those who sat on the Opposition side 
of the House, because the hon. Member, 
coming fresh from his constituency, 
absolutely confirmed everything that 
had been said upon that side of the 
House as to the origin of the Bill. The 
Government had repudiated over and 
over again the statement that there was 
any concordat or agreement with the 
Church, but the hon. Member for East 
Toxteth twice most explicitly stated that 
the Bill was the result of a concordat 
between the Government and the 
Church. And when he came to deal 
with the Amendment before the Com- 
mittee the hon. Member expressed his 
full sympathy with that Amendment, 
and gave as his only grounds for not sup- 
porting it that it was not part of that 
concordat. Might he suggest to the hon. 
Member that the Church had a special 
representation in the Parliament of the 
realm, through the bishops in the House 
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of Lords, and that they were perhaps | principle, the mover would, as he under- 
incidentally represented in this House | stood, be willing that the other side 
by the nob’e Lord the Member for | should amend it as regarded the par- 
Greenwich and other representatives of | ticular form of constituent body to be 
the ecclesiastical party. The hon. Mem- | adopted. The Amendment had assumed 
ber might therefore safely vote on that | fresh importance since the Attorney 
occasion for the Amendment of which he | General had made an explanation which, 
approved, and see what view the special | for the purposes of the trust deed, antici- 
representatives of the Church—the| pated the inclusion of subscribers to a 
bishops in the House of Lords—_| national fund if resident in the district, 
would take of the matter when it came | and it was not clear what “ district” 
before them in the House of Lords in-| meant, because there was nothing in the 
corporated in this Bill. The hon. Member | trust deeds about “resident in the 
had ae out of his way to describe! parish,” and frequently voluntary sub- 
his election as a triumph, but he’ scribers did not reside in the parish at 
only claimed it as a triumph of the) all, but in an adjoining parish, and the 
Kenyon- Slaney Amendment, and his| moment it was extended in that way 
support of the Bill, and even his rejection, | to a district fund or a national fund 
on grounds of expediency, of the Amend- | for repairing national schools, it would 
ment now before the Committee, appeared | enormously widen it. The whole scope 
to be based, likehiselection,ontheKenyon- | of the debate had been enormously 
Slaney Amendment. With regard to the | widened by the admissions of the hon. 
Amendment itself, there might be some | and learned Gentleman. 

on the Government side of the Committee | 

who might be disposed to think the! Mr. SAMUEL EVANS pressed for 
hon. Member for Carnarvon Boroughs | an answer to his question of whether 
had been too specific in the form of his, the number of managers was to be 
Amendment. A distinguished artist | limited to six, or whether it was to be 
who had written a book on the gentle | an unlimited number, as stated by the 
art of making enemies, had said, while Attorney General. 

any man could choose his friends, no one 
could be too particular in choosing his| Str WILLIAM ANSON’S reply did 
enemies. It might be felt by those who , not reach the Press gallery. 

opposed the Amendment that his hon. 
friend had been too particular. There- 
fore it was important to understand that,| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 109; 
if the Amendment were accepted in! Noes, 218. (Division List No. 555.) 


(6.43.) Question put. 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) | Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Allan, Sir William(Gateshead) Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | Holland, Sir William Henry 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Asquith, Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry , Duncan, J. Hastings Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
jarlow, John Emmott Dunn, Sir William Kitson, Sir James 
hk ley, . <a (Derbyshire) Edwards, Frank Lambert, George 
Bell, Richard Ellis, John Edward | Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling Emmott, Alfred Loney, Batty 
sey Sir John Tomlinson Evans,SirFrancisH. (Maidstone | Layland- ne A Francis 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Burns, John Fenwick, Charles Leigh, Sir Joseph ¢ 
Burt, Thomas Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Leng, Sir John 
Buxton, Sydney Charles Gl: udstone, RtHn. HerbertJ ohn | Levy, Maurice 
Caldwell, James Goddard, Daniel Ford | Lewis, John Herbert 
Cameron, Robert yang Corrie | Lloyd-George, David 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. Grey, Rt. Hon. ?— E. (Berwick) | Logan, John William 
Causton, Richard Knight Griffith, Ellis J. | Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Cawley, Frederick Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Channing, Francis Allston Harcourt, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam | M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Craig, Robert Hunter Harmsworth, R. Leicester | M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Cremer, William Randal Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. | Markham, Arthur Basil 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan Helme, Norval Watson Newnes, Sir George 
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Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, SirCharlesM.(Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Rigg, Richard 

. Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Alihusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baio, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


Balfour, RtHn Gerald W. (Leeds | 


Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 


Campbell,RtHn.J.A.(Glasgow 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 


Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore | 


Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 

Coddington, Sir William 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 

Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 

Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Denny, Colonel 

Diekson, Charles Seott 

Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 

Yixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
orington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
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Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackletou, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radclifte 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 





NOES. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke,Rt.Hon. Sir William Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 


Fellowes,Hon, Ailwyn Edward | 


| Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 

FitzGerald ,SirRobert Penrose- 

| Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 

| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

| Forster, Henry William 

Galloway, William Johnson 

Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hn.A.G.H.(CityofLond. 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 

| Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 

Gore, HnG. R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 

Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 

Graham, Henry Kobert 

| Greene,SirE W (Bry8.Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 

| Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Bill. 


Toulmin, George 

Wallace, Robert 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES- 
Mr. Trevelyan and Mr. 
George Whiteley. 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 


Long, Rt. Hon. Walter(Bristol,S 


| Lowe, Francis William 
| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


| Macartney, RtHn.W.G. Ellison 


Macdona, John Cumming 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 


| Majendie, James A. H. 


Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 


| Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E( Wigt’n 


Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederickG. 


| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 


| Hamilton,RtHnLordG, M’dd’x | 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
| Hardy,Lawence(Kent,Ashf rd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
| Hogg, Lind-ay 
| Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
| Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
| Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
| Johnstone, Heywood 
| Kenyon, Hn. GeorgeT. (Denbigh 
| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
| Keswick, William 
| King, Sir Henry Seymour 
| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
| Lawrence,SirJoseph(Monm’th 
| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Doxford, SirWilliam Theodore | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 





Morgan, David J.(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


| Murray, RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 


Hatch, Ernest FrederickGeorge | 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Myers, William Henry 





Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pemberton. John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
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Royds, Clement Molyneux _ | Stanley, Lord 


{19 NovemBer 1902} 





1426 


Bill. 


(Lanes. ) | Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- | Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. | Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C. E(Taunton 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | Stone, Sir Benjamin 

| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Seott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight | Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
| Thornton, Percy M. 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,H.C(North’mbTyneside | Tully, Jasper 


Tomlinson, Sir 


Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. | Valentia, Viscount 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | Vincent,Col.SirC. E.H. (Sheff'ld 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Stanley, Hn. Archur (Ormskirk | Walker, Col. William Hall Sir 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset Walrond,Rt.Hn.Sir William H 


Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 


(6.55.) Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said 
the Amendment he now proposed to move 
was not quite accurate as it stood on the 
Paper. He moved to insert, after the 
word ‘* managers” in the first line, the 
words ‘‘of whom one shall be the parent of 
a child attending the school.” That, he 


submitted, would leave the appointment | 


in the hands of the persons who had the 
appointment under the trust deed, but it 
would compel them to appoint a parent 
of a child attending the school. The 
Amendment was one that should have 
the sympathy of the Committee. Hon. 
Members opposite had used the parents 
asa cover under which they had urged 
the importance of having dogmatic 
teaching in the schools. So far the 
pa'ent had been made the stalking-horse 
to obtain other concessions, and it was 
not asking much to ask that hon. Mem- 
bers should show some slight practical 
confidence inthe parents by supporting 
an Amendment which provided that 
there should be among the managers 


one layman who was the parent of a_ 


child attending the school. If the 


Government were going to reject every | 


suggestion of this kind, they would 
simply ensure the power of nomination 
being left in the hands of the clergyman. 


They had declined to give the nomina- | 
tion to the laity on the ground that the | 
laity could not be defined, or to the| 


parents on the ground that they had 


rights only over their own children, so | 


that the nomination remained in the 
hands of the incumbent. The’ Clause 
for the grouping of schools had _ been in- 
serted with a view to improving the 
administration from econome and 
educational point of view. But if schools 
over a considerabe area were to be 


grouped, each of those schools would | man of the body of trustees, and there 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Stock, James Henry | Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


Whiteley, H(Ashtonund. Lyne 
| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H. (Yorks ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. K.(Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


Wm. Edw. M. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Alexander Acland 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


| have a right to one representative on the 
| body of managers, and the incumbent 
_of each parish might reasonably claim to 
sit on the board by which his own school 
was managed. There was every pro- 
bability of that happening, and _ he 
thought there ought to be some stipula- 
tion that other than clerical representa- 
| tives should have a right to sit on these 
boards of management. 


Amendment proposed, 


“In line 1, after the word ‘managers,’ to 
insert the words ‘of whom one shall he the 
parent of a child attending the school.’ ”—(.Wr. 
Alfred Hutton.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
always had a certain amount of sym- 
pathy with those who wished to see the 
parents of the children represented on 
the board of management. But mani- 
festly the proper time to have made such 
a provision was when dealing with the 
other two managers. It would only 
_hamper the election of trustees if this 
limitation were imposed. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) pointed out that the en- 
dowments of voluntary schools had 
been greatly increased, inasmuch as in 
future they were to have the rents of 
| the schoolmasters’ houses, a share of the 
fees, and a large proportion of the en- 
'dowments, and all the supporters of 
this Amendment asked in return was 
a slight increase of popular manage- 
ment. That was surely a very small 
/request. It should be remembered that 
‘the model trust deed provided that the 
‘clergyman in any case should be chair- 
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was nothing in the Bill which prevented 
thecontinuance of that provision. There- 
fore, even assuming the parent turned 
against the clergyman, the latter would 
still have a casting vote. The Govern- 
ment might very well go to this small 
extent in enlisting popular sympathy 
with the schools. The success of the 
elementary schools in America was due 
to the popular sympathy they had been 
able to enlist by giving the public the 
share of representation to which they 
were entitled. Under this Bill the 
public were not given their due share of 
representation, and, in view of the con- 
cessions made to voluntary schools, the 
least the Government could do was to 
accept this Amendment. 


Mr. BRYCE said there was a further 
reason why the parent representation 
should be taken out of the denomina- 
tional managers under the trust deed. 
The hypothesis on which the Bill had 
been defended was that the large ma- 
jority of the parents were members of 
the denomination to which the school 
belonged and desired denominational 
instruction; therefore, it was among 
those parents that the managers should 
be sought. As the parent was the 
person supposed to desire denomina- 
tional instruction, he was the proper 
man to voice as a manager the wish of 
the other parents. The reason the pro- 
posal to take a parent out of the popular 
managers was not warmly accepted on 
that side was that they desired the 
popular managers to be chosen with the 
greatest possible freedom—that the field 
of selection should not be in the least 
degree limited. 


Sir JOHN GORST said that the 
right hon. Gentleman had spoken as if 
the foundation managers were to be 
chosen from time to time. That was 
not the scheme at all. The scheme was 
that foundation managers were to be the 
trustees under the deed, or under varia- 
tions ofthe deed made by order of the 
Board of Education. Suppose that a 
parent was appointed one of the founda- 
tion managers, what would happen 
when the parent so appointed ceased to 
be the parent of a child in the school ? 
The child would grow up and cease to 
be a scholar. How was a new trustee 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


to be appointed, and what was to become 
of the old trustee? The Amendment 
was really unworkable, and was based 
on a misapprehension as to the manner 
in which the foundation managers were 
to be appointed. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Pudsey) said that unless on the 
board of management there were persons 
connected with the children under in- 
struction the board might be entirely 
out of touch of everything that went 
on in the schools. The members 
might be all bachelors, or they might be 
old fossils of seventy or eighty years of 
age who had been managers for half a 
century, and were really incapable of 
properly discharging their duties. It was 
very desirable in such cases that there 
should be some change. The Prime 
Minister objected to the Amendment at 
the present stage. If the right hon. 
Gentleman would undertake to have it 
inserted elsewhere, no doubt his hon. 
friend would withdraw it now, but it 
ought certainly to be embodied in some 
portion of the Bill. 


Mr. WHITLEY could find no sugges- 
tion in the Bill that the foundation 
managers were to be appointed for the 
term of their natural lives. This proposal 
to put one parent on the board of 
management was the suggestion of the 
Government themselves in one of the 
forms of Clause 7. It was not the fault 
of the Opposition that the proposal had 
been dropped, and they were now 
taking their last opportunity of asking 
the Government to carry out the 
principle. Surely it was reasonable 
that the parents should add one to the 
denominational managers. There was 
no frar of them choosing from any other 
denomination, and they could not rest 
assured that this representative would 
be a Churchman, or a member of the 
same denomination as the school. He 
was simply asking that the parents 
should not be overlooked and neglected 
in this matter. For his part he thought 
that if the Government refused this 
Amendment it would be a very thorough 
exposure of the hollowness of their 
professions with regard to their desire 
that the teaching should be according 
to the wishes of the parents of the 
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Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) | classes would be unable to give the 
expressed the opinion that if the Govern- | qualifying subscription necessary under 
ment were to accept the Amend-/the trust deed, and would, therefore, be 
ment the popularity of the Bill would | shut out from the boards of management. 
be increased, because it would give|If the Amendment were accepted it 
parents some voice in the management | would obviate that difficulty and tend to 
of the schools. It was true they would | increase public confidence in these 
have a voice in the election of County |schools. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Councils, by whom the Education Bill | Member for Cambridge University had 
was to be administered, but working | suggested that a manager elected as a 
men were unable in most cases to become | parent would cease to be a manager 
members of the County Councils,| when his child left school, but that 
and it was therefore most  im-/| difficulty could be surmounted by giving 
portant that every reasonable oppor-| the other managers a power to fill up 
tunity should be afforded them for) vacancies, and they could elect the 
taking part in the administration of the | parentof another child attending thesame 
schools. The noble Lord the Member | school. This would ensure a continua- 
for Greenwich had said while a man | tion of parental representation and would 
might have jurisdiction over his own | have the additional advantage of ensur- 
children, that did not carry power over|ing the introduction of new blood 
other men’s children. But he ventured | occasionally amongst the foundation 
to say that only the man who had/ managers. As one who had loyally 
children himself was really qualified to | sunported the main principles of the 
enter into the difficulties and necessities | Bill, he urged upon the Government the 
of other men’s children attending schools. | importance of accepting the principle of 
Consequently he considered it would be | the Amendment, being certain it would 
highly desirable for the Government to tend to the advantage of the voluntary 





accept the Amendment. 


He did 


agree that there would be no necessity 


for voluntary subscriptions under the | 


Bill, but the area for which those sub- | 


scriptions would be collected would be | 
considerably curtailed. The 


working | Noes, 210. 


AYES. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) | Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud | Grant, Corrie 


Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Fenwick, Charles 

Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 


Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
| Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
| Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
| Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, Joha Herbert 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 


| M‘Laren, SirCharles Benjamin 
| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Newnes, Sir George 


| Norman, Henry 


not | schools and the welfare of the children. 
(7.19.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 97; 


(Division List, No. 556.) 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Reid,Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
tunciman, Walter 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, RtHn.C. R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radelitfe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan. E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 





Toulmin, George 
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Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
White, Luke (York, E. K.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reyneli 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour. Rt Hn.Gerald W. (Leeds 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
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Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. RK. | 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N. | 


NOES. 


| Gibbs, I!n.H.A.G (CityofLond. | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 


Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) | 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick | 
Gore, AnG. R.C Ormsby-(Salop | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, KtHn LordG.(Mid’x | 


| Hardy,Laurence\ Kent, Ashf'rd | 


Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward (Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 


| Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. | 


Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) | , : 
| Hope,J.F.(Sh’thield, Brightside 
| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
B. otherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 


Campbell, Rt. HnJ. A.(Glasgow | 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


| Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 


| Kemp, George 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 


Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A( Wore 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dix n-Hartland,SirFred Dix’n 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke,Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 


| Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 





| Lowe, Francis William 
| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 


| Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. ) 


Hogg, Lindsay 


Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton | 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wa. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Lockie, John 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


| Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) | 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Leginald J.(Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred } 


Macartney, RtHonW.GEllison | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpvol) | 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie. James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil | 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxwell,RtHnSirH E.(Wigt’n 
Milner,Rt. Hon.SirFrederickG. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. 


| Sharpe. V 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Alfred Hutton and 
Mr. Samuel Evans. 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 


| Myers, William Henry 


Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 


| Pemberton, John S. G. 


Percy, Earl 


| Pierpoint, Robert 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Prety man, Ernest George 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


| Purvis, Robert 


Pym, ©. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cathbert 


| Randles, John S. 


tankin, Sir James 


| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 


tidley,S. Forde(Betbnal Green 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 

| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

| Ropner, Colonel Robert 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Villiam Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Sinclair, Louis (Komford) 


Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt Hn.J.G. (Oxt’dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, SirWm. Edward M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia. Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC E H(Sheffield 
Vince t, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. HonSir WilliamH 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und. Lyne 
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Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) | Wodehouxe,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) | Younger, William 

Willoughby de Eresby, Lord | Wortley,Rt.Hon.C. B. Stuart- TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) Wylie, Alexander Sir Alexander Acland- 


Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 


It being after half-past Seven of the | 


Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 





EVENING SITTING. 





EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


New Clause (Managers) :— 


(9.0.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he 
wished to move to insert after the word 
“appointed” in line 1, the words “ for 
a term of three years.” The object of 
the Amendment was perfectly clear. 
He did not want the foundation 
managers to be a sort of life governors 
of a school maintained out of public 
money. He did not think that that 
would be desirable. He should like to 
know whether there was any term of 
office for the managers of provided 
schools, or whether they also would be 
permanent. He took it that it would be 
a case of once a manager of a voluntary 


school always a manager. He therefore | 


moved to insert “aterm of three years;”’ 


but there would be nothing to prevent | 
It was | 
remove a | 


managers being re-appointed. 
a very invidious thing to 

man from office, and it was never done 
unless the case were a very grossone. It 


Wyndham, Rt. 


Hon. George Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 
would apply to a case of this kind. If 
the Government insisted that the sub- 
scribers were to be the constituency, it 
might be that, in one year, there would 
only be half a dozen subscribers, as there 
might be no call for money; but if, a 
few years later, £100 was wanted to 
make an addition to the school, then 
there would be a new set of subscribers, 
who would not have any representation 
at all. His final reason was that they 
were trying a new experiment, and, like 
every other experiment, it depended far 
more for its success on the men who 
worked it than on the theoretical per- 
fection or imperfection of the Bill itself 
Even if a Bill were a thoroughly bad 
Bill, first class men might rescue it from 
utter abject failure; therefore, the class 
of men who would work the Bill was a 
very important consideration. If those 
men were appointed permanently they 
could not be changed, and the result 
might be disastrous. He thought the 
Government would be well advised to 
insert some limitation, such as he pro- 
posed. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In line 1, after the word ‘ appointed,’ to 
insert the words ‘for a term of three years.’ ” 
| —(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said they had 
| had a similar discussion before in the 
case of the education committees of the 
local education authorities. The Com- 
/mittee then discussed the question 
|whether it was desirable to limit, by 
| statute, the duration of office of members 


involved so much personal unpleasant- | of those committees, and came to the 
ness, more especially among members of | conclusion, which he thought a wise one, 
the same Church, that a manager would | that it was not desirable to fix by statute 
not be removed unless the state of things | their period of office, but to leave it to 
was so bad as to amount to a public | the local education authority to act 
scandal. He did not think that a clergy- according to its own notions as to what 
man, who would practically dominate the | would be most convenient, having regard 
school, should be called upon to dismiss | to the circumstances in each case. The 
one of the managers, and create un-| Committee having decided in that way 
pleasantness in his own Church. What | with reference to more important bodies, 
he suggested was that each manager | he could not help thinking that it would 
should hold office for three years. That | be unwise, and, at any rate, that it would 








1436 Education 
be very undesirable, that they should 


limit the term of oftice of smaller bodies. 
It was not suggested that a limit should 
be put to the term of office of managers 
appointed by the local education authority 
for provided schools, or of representatives 
of the local education authority on the 
management of non-provided schools ; 
and, under the circumstances, it would 
surely be going into unnecessary detail 
to introduce such i incongruous matter into 
the Bill now. The matter would come 
up in due course, because the trustees in 
making their application to the Board of 
Education would suggest a term of office, 
and the Board of Education would, no 
doubt, accept that suggestion. There 
was no reason for departing from the 
practice which the Committee had adopted 
in the case of the education committees, 
and fixing by statute a term of office for 
foundation managers. 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) 


said that, personally, he saw no reason 
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Bill. 


why there should not be a change in the 
managership from time to time; but to 
fix three years, seemed to him to bea 
most impracticable proposal. It was 
quite possible that, in certain circum- 
stances, some schools would benefit by a 
periodical change of managership ; but he 
did not believe that there would be any 
difficulty in making such an arrangement. 
On the other hand, it might be difficult 
to replace a certain set of managers by 
another set. He did not see why a state 
of things which was working well should 
be interfered with. The Amendment 
was an ideal rather than a real proposal ; 

and he thought it would be better if the 
Committee confined itself to Amendments 
which were really practicable. 
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(9.13.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 60; 


Noes, 117. (Division List No. 557.) 


AYES. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud 
Bell, Richard 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Xt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. ey Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fenwick, Charles 


| Langley, Batty 


Levy, Maurice 


| Norman, Henry 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Kitson, Sir James 

| Lambert, George 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lewis, John Herbert 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, Rt HnC.R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
‘Thomas, $ ex - lamorgan, 1.) 
Thomson, F . (York, W.R.) 
| Toulmin, Ana 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
| Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
| Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. 
| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William | 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans | 


Fuller, J. M. I | Rigg, Richard P | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Grant, Corrie | Robeits, John Bryn (Eifion) | Mr. Lloyd-George and 


Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


fobertson, Edmund (Dundee) | Mr. 
| Runciman, Walter 


Samuel Evans. 


NOES. 





Anson, Sir William RKeynell 
Arkwright. John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

agg Kt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, ( ‘olonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Valdwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W. (Leeds 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, — 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, ( ‘olonel Henry 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Charrington, Spencer 


Sir W illiam Anson. 


Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Denny, Colonel 

Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohn E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 


Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH ml ts 
Gore, Hn.G, R.C.Or ns -(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 





Hermen-Hodge, Sir R obert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope,J. F.(Shetlield, Brightside 
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Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Kiog, Sir Henry Seymour 


| Parkes, Ebenezer 
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Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) | 
Parker, Sir Gilbert | 


| Pierpoint, Robert 


Liw, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow | 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Long, Col. CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis(Edinburgh W 
M:Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H 
Maleolm, Ian 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, David J(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Murray,RtHn. AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 


Platt-Hiegins, Frederick | 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert | 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge | 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 


Bill. 


Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomiinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
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| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tully, sua 


Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Willox, Sir John ‘Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 





Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud) said he wished to move 
an Amendment to insert after the word 
“deed” the words “existing on the 
Ist day of January, 1902.” He would 
not have moved the Amendment if 
there had been a chance of getting 
a larger lay element on the management 
oi the schools, but his object was to 
meet a state of circumstances and 
exigencies which might arise under 
the Bill, possibly resulting in the turn- 
ing of undenominational schools into 
denominational schools, ‘Transfers of 
that kind had taken place in the past, 
and, in his epinion, they were most 
improper transfers. For example, in 
the beginning of the last century schools 
were often built on land granted by 
Inclosure Commissioners, the “clergy- 
man, churchwardens, constables, and 
overseers,” as the words then ran in 
the grant, for the erection of school- 
houses which were to be appropriated 
for ever afterwards for the benefit of 
the schoolmaster for the time being. 
In those schools there were no denomi- 
national trusts, and yet because the 
officers were Churchmen, as, indeed, 
they were bound to be by law, in 
many cases those schools had, in the 
course of time, become denominational. 
There was one very striking example 
in Yorkshire in 1816. An allotment 
was awarded out of common land for 
an undenominational day and Sunday 
school under the trustees. In 1850 
only one trustee was left, and that 





was the clergyman; he turned the 
school into a denominational school, 
and made it a condition that the 
superior teacher should be a com- 
municant of the Church of England. 
Not content with that, the clergyman, 
by the aid of the Charity Commis- 
sioners, turned three other schools 
into denominational schools. Notonly had 
that been done in the past, but he believed 
they ran a considerable chance of it being 
done in the future. On November 13th, 
Archdeacon Wilson writing for The 
Times, said— - 

“Tf, as will be necessarily the case, new 
trust deeds are almost universally adopted for 
the transfer of these schools, provision may 
be made that in all Church of England schools 
the teaching should be in accordance with the 
principles of the Established Church, and that 
the removal of all foundation managers shall 
rest with the Bishop of the diocese.” 

While the Secretary to the National 
Society, Canon brownrigg, wrote, 
saying— 

“JT shall be much obliged if you will allow 
me to make known that the National Society 
have prepared a form of deed under which 
private owners of school buildings can let such 
buildings under an annual or longer tenancy 
to persons who will be in the position of trust 
managers under an Act of Parliament. We 
have also a form of conveyance for such owners 
who wish to put the buildings definitely in 
trust.” 

It seemed to him that this was a matter 
with which the House ought to deal. It 
came to him as a revelation. As he 
understood it, schemes would have to be 
provided by the existing trustees of the 
school, but, in his opinion, they ought 





1439 Education 


not to have schemes of that kind. It | 
was a question with which Parliament | 


ought to deal here and now. This Act | 
|might be availed of by members of the 


would'do very many extraordinary things, 


but it ought not to set up the Board of | 
Education as a sort of independent legis- | 


lative body to deal withsuch things. It 
was a serious matter which  cer- 
tainly concerned the House, which tlie 
House itself ought to deal with, and he 
sincerely trusted they would pass the 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 2, after the word ‘deed, to insert 
the words ‘ existing on the Ist day of January, 
1902.’”—( Mr. Charles Allen.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
hon. Member stated that the Bill would 
do many extraordinary things. There 
was one thing it would do, and that was 
to put the education of the country on 
a thoroughly satisfactory footing. As 
regarded the Amendment itself, he hoped 
the Committee would not think of 
accepting it. The hon. Member told the 
Committee some anecdotes about some 
things that had happened in Yorkshire. 
He did not propose to follow the hon. 
Gentleman into his Yorkshire cases ; 
because he did not know enough of them 
to form an opinion as to the justice of 
the judgment which the hon. Gentleman 
had pronounced upon them. The hon. 
Member proposed that no deed made 
after Ist January, 1902, should have 
effect ; but, if these trust deeds were 
lawfully made, why should not effect be 


given to them! 
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Church of England to prepare agree- 
ments, which would not otherwise have 
been prepared, in order that the Act 


Church of England. If the Government 
were really in earnest in this matter, 
why in the world should they not adopt 
the Amendment? If there was a bomi 
Jide trust deed made after 1st January, 
1902, he was prepared to admit its 
validity, but if a trust deed were made 
in order to get benefits under this Act, 
which the school otherwise would not 
receive, then a good case was made out 
for the Amendment. 


(9.30.) Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Sal- 
ford, N.) said that, as a Manchester man, 
he desired to resent in the warmest 
manner possible the coupling of Arch- 
deacon Wilson’s name with fraudulent 
and sharp practices. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH wished to 
assure the hon. Gentleman opposite that 
he did not couple the name of Arch- 
deacon Wilson with this ir any way. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that 
nobody coupled the name of Archdeacon 
Wilson with any practices of this kind. 
He would remind hon. Members opposite 
that the words “sharp practice ” were 
used by Canon Henson in regard to the 
Bishop of London. When they used the 
words ‘‘sharp practice” these were not 
their words at all. 


*Mr. MALCOLM: That statement 
must be contradicted at once. Canon 
Henson, in a second letter to The Times, 
specifically denied that his remarks re- 
ferred to the Bishop of London. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH said he was | 


somewhat surprised at the tone of th- 
Attorney General. He did not think 
that a Scottish gentleman was the best 
man to appreciate an anecdote. He 
thought the hon. Gentleman's opinion 
on his hon. friend’s anecdote was as 
valuable as his opinion on the Bill. The 
object of the Amendment was clear, it 
was designed to avoid fraudulent and 
sharp practices. Zhe Times, which he 
believed was a very respectable news- 
paper, published a letter from a real live 
canon, who advised members of the 


Mr. Charles Allen. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that the 
words “sharp practice” were used in 
Canon Henson’s letter to The Times, 
and Canon Henson was discussing the 
action of the Bishop of London, and _ if 
it was not the Bishop of London he was 
referring to, then he should like to know 
from the hon. Member for Stowmarket of 
whom Canon Henson was _ speaking. 
The Attorney General had called certain 
facts which had been brought to his 
notice ‘ anecdotes.” That was an ex- 
traordinary thing to say, because his 











ie (tee ek i ee 


io—_leont- > 


— 
bom ) 


to 


di 
of 
vo 
wi 
Su 
an 
to 
ma 
ne 
Sta 
wit 
the 
It i 
any 
obv 
wh 
casi 
nur 
like 
the’ 
Nat 
trus 
Mir 
of t! 
be r 
urge 
simi 
that 
Ame 
actic 
Balf 


He 


coge 


Sell, 
Bolte 


VO 





40 


ve 
ct 
he 
nt 


pt 
Mt 
ry; 
its 
de 
ct, 
10t 
ut 


sal- 
an, 
est 
ch- 
ent 


to 
hat 
ch- 


hat 
con 
nd. 
site 
rere 
the 
the 
not 


ent 
non 
nes, 

re- 


the 
in 
mes, 
the 
| 
was 
now 
t of 
ing. 
tain 
his 
ex- 


his 








1441 Education {19 NovEMBER 1902} 


learned friend gave chapter and verse for | 


the facts. He had referred to a dic- 
tionary for the meaning of the word 
anecdote and he found the following 
definition— 


‘* In its original sense, secret history, or facts | 
not generally known ; but in more common | 


usage, a particular or detached incident or 
fact of an interesting nature.” 

It might have added “facts generally 
known, but not known to the Attorney 
General.” The facts brought before the 
Committee by his hon. friend were, in 
his opinion, of a really interesting nature, 
and afforded ample justification for his 
Amendment. The supporters of the 


Amendment desired to increase the num- | 


ber of cases where the education authority, 
and not the clerical party, would be 
able to dictate who should be the 
managers of the schools. He read that 
afternoon in an organ which supported 
the Government some comments which 
showed that the Amendment of his 
hon friend was absolutely necessary. 
The organ said this— 

“To-day Mr. Balfour’s new Clause relating 


to managers will be the subject of discussion. | 


This Clause is framed to meet an immediate 
difficulty that might arise in the application 
of Clause 7. There are a certain number of 
voluntary schools, mainly Church schools, 
which have been built by private benefactors. 
Such schools frequently have no trust deeds, 
and so the provisions of Clause 7, with regard 
to the appointment of the four denominational 
managers, would not be possible. Mr. Balfour’s 
new Clause provides that under these circum- 
stances, when the trust deed is inconsistent 
with the provisions of the Act, or insufficient, 
the Board of Education shall make an order. 
It is not likely that this Clause will meet with 
any convinced or cogent opposition, as it is 
obviously necessary to cover the few cases for 
which it has been framed. 
cases,’ as, although there are a considerable 
number of schools without trust deeds, it is 
likely that most of such schools will avail 


thenselves of the arrangement by which the | ©. 


National Society has offered to put schools in 
trust ; and it is quite possible that the Prime 
Minister anticipates such action on the part 
of the present owners of these schools. It will 
be remembered that the Bishop of London was 
urgent on his hearers to obtain trust deeds, as | 
similar as possible to the old ones, for schools | 
that are now unprovided; and Mr. Evans’s | 
Amendment, which would have rendered such | 
action impossible, was rejected by Mr. 

Balfour.” | 


He thought nothing could be “— 


cogent than the speech of his hon. | Noes, 161. 


We say ‘few | 
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friend. What was proposed was really 
| very much like the case of a man who 
_was defending a lawsuit, and who in 
order to provide for what might happen 
if he lost put the whole of his property 
in the name of his cousin. That was 
what the National Society was inviting 
\these people to do, and the National 
Society was being backed up by high 
episcopal authority. Were they on this 
side not really asking the Committee 
to take not only the proper but the 
dignified course in this matter? They 
were legislating in view of the facts as 
they were at present, and what these 
good people were suggesting was that 
in order to obviate the effect of that 
legislation, the owners of these schools 
should set their house in order and 
create new trust deeds where they did 
not exist at present. 


Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Gloucester- 
shire, Tewkesbury) said that it was 
impossible to deal with existing trusts 
except through the agency of the Charity 
Commissioners or through the action 
which was proposed underthisnew Clause. 
With regard to the other trusts in con- 
nection with which Canon Henson’s name 
had been mentioned he said the suggestion 
was that new trust deeds should be created 
in those cases where persons, in virtue of 
their own property, were the absolute 
owners of a school. In those cases, it 
was right, or might be right, that they 
should put into public hands that which 
had hitherto been in their own private 
hands. They were, in that way, divest- 
ing themselves of their own property for 
the good of the community. The sugges- 
_tion of hon. Members opposite was that 
private owners should be deprived of the 


| right which they now possessed of putting 
their private ownership into public hands 
in such direction as they might choose. 


| He hoped the Committee would not be 


induced to take such a step. 


(9.43) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 73 ; 
(Division List No. 558.) 


AYES. 


Bell, Richard 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


VOL. CXIV. [FourTH SERIEs. ] 


Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) ; Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
| Brunner, Sir Jolin Tomlinson | 


Burns, John 


3D 
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Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, Jobn Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, Jobn George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon.A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, Jaines 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington,Rt. Hon. SirJohnE. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore | Lowe, Francis William 


Duke, Henry Edward 


Dyke, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart | Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward Lueas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 


Finch, George H. 
Finlay,Sir Kobert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | Majendie, James A. H. 


Forster, Henry William 
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| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) | Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
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Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G,. 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Rt HnC. R.(Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 


| Jones, David Brynmor(Sw nsea 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David Toulmin, George 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald | Whiteley,George (York, W. R.) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Norman, Henry Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Paulton, James Mellor Yoxall, James Henry 
Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Charles Allen and Mr. 
Ellis Griffith. 


NOES. 


| Gardner, Ernest 

| Gibbs,Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond. 

| Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 

| Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 

| Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts 

| Gore, HnG R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 

| Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-( Line. ) 

| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 

| Grenfell, William Henry 

Gretton, John 

| Groves, James Grimble 

| Hamilton, RtHnLordG (Midd’x 

| Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 

| Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 

| Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 

| Helder, Augustus 

| Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 

| Hoare, Sir Samuel 

| Hope,J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 

| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 

| Hudson, George Bickersteth 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 

Johnstone, Heywood 

| Kemp, George 

| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 

| King, Sir Henry Seymour 

| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 

| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,F rederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham | Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 

| Long. Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. | Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 

| Lonsdale, John Brownlee | Sharpe, William Edward T. 

| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 

Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 

Macdona, John Cumming | Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 

| Maclver, David (Liverpool) | Stock, James Henry 

| M‘Arthur, Charles en eH | Stone, Sir Benjamin 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

Talbot, Kt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
O:r-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hon.M. W.(Staly bridge 
Roberts, Samuel (Shefiield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colone! Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 





| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


— 


Malcolm, Ian 
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Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Tully, go 

Valentia, 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond,RtHn. SirWilliam H. 





Sm EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire, S.)said that he wished to propose the 
Amendment standing on the Paper in the 
name of the hon. Member for Lincoln on 
behalf of that hon. Gentleman, but with a 
slight alteration. The Amendment pro- 
vided that the managers should be men 
resident in, or who had an interest in, the 
parish within the school area. He knew 
of cases where the managers of schools 
had absolutely no interest in the district, 
but who lived ten or twelve miles out of 
the town where the schools were. The 
Committee would see that a new form of 
the original Amendment was necessary. 
He did not think he was asking the First 
Lord too much, in asking him, to adopt the 
principle that a man qualified to be a foun- 
dation manager should have some direct 
interest in the school in that area, either 
by residence, or by being on the register 
of voters—Parliamentary or County, or 
Borough Council. That was a safeguard 
which many, as well on the Government 
side as on that side of the House, were 
anxious to see adopted. If the Govern- 
ment accepted the Amendment they 
wouid be leaving out of the management 
no man at all who had any interest in 
the good conduct of the school, and in the 
interests of the ratepayers in that part of 
the county. This was a Conservative 
Amendment, and in the interest of de- 
nominational schools and education. It 
would prevent packing the management 
with a particular sect not belonging to 
the district. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In line 2, after ‘school,’ insert ‘and shall 
be either residents in or on the register of voters 
(Parliamentary or County or Borough Council) 
for a parish within the school area.’” (Sir 
Edward Strachey.) 


~ Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
this Amendment was quite an unnecessary 
one. If the hon. Gentleman would look 
at the model trust deed so often made the 
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Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Jiscount | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,.J.W.(Worcestersh.N.) Sir 
| Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 





Bill. 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt.. Hon. George 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 





text of recent discussions he would see 
that practically residence, or a qualification 
similar to that mentioned, was required in 
the trust deeds of the National Society. 
What did that show? To him it showed 
that the interest in the denominational 
schools was what they expected it to be. 
At any rate, if the foundation managers 
were not resident in the parish, or had no 
local interest, it was very unlikely there 
would be any inducement to them to take 
part in the deliberations of the managers, 
and they being absentees, and the founda- 
tion managers being out-voted, the 
management of the school would fall into 
the hands of those not elected to carry 
out denominational arrangements. They 
ought not to lay down a hard and fast 
limitation which might exclude a person 
resident just outside the technical 
boundary of the area, who had a great 
interest in education, and therefore be 
specially fitted, and would be _ perfectly 
ready, to give his services to the cause of 
education. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said that he had an Amendment 
lower down on the Paper somewhat 
of the nature of that proposed by 
the hon.Gentleman. He had put it there 
because a clergyman might get at logger- 
heads with his parishioners and go outside 
the area, obtain a few subscribers, and 
bring a _ proselytising society into the 
parish. That was not a possibility ; it 
had actually happened. It was obvious 
that they ought not to have outsiders 
brought into the parish to inflict on the 
parishioners views on education of which 
they conscientiously disapproved. 


*Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said he wanted to ask his 
hon. friend who moved the Amendment 
why he left out the original words in 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Lincoln ? 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: Becaus2 
the Chairman would have ruled them out 
of order. 


3D2 





1447 Education {COM 


*Toe CHAIRMAN : I was not invited 
to do so, but I will do so now if desired. 


*Sirn JOHN BRUNNER said he was | 


extremely sorry that the Chairman’s re- 
mark had prevented him from addressing 
some interesting remarks to the Com- 
mittee. 


Question put and negatived. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS 
hoped that he need hardly make any 
apology in moving the next Amendment, 
because both in and out of the House it 
had been stated repeatedly, and by none 
more frequently than by the First Lord 
himself, that it was intended that the local 
authority should have absolute supremacy 
in all matters relating to secular instruc- 
tion. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : Is not this already 
in the Bill? There is no necessity for 
repeating it. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said it was 
not altogether in the Bill. He presumed 
the Chairman was referring to Section 6, 
but there were other portions of the Bill 
to which his Amendment would relate. 
His object in moving it was to prevent 
constant disputes and litigations which 
would arise unless some definite announce- 
ment was made. He trusted the Amend- 
ment would be accepted by the Govern- 
ment. It could not do any harm, and 
would define with perfect clearness what 
was the position of the local authority in 
regard to secular instruction. 


Amendment proposed—- 


“Tn line &, after the word ‘ Act,’ to insert 
the words ‘Or the absolute control of the local 
education authority in all matters relating to 
secular instruction.’ ”—(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped | 
the hon. Member would not press his | 


Amendment. They were providing by 
the new Clause that— 


“If it is shown to the satisfaction of the 
Board of Education that the provisions of the 
trust deed as to the appointment of managers 
are in any respect inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of this Act, or insufficient or inapplicable 
for the purpose, or that there is no such trust 
deed available, the Board of Education shall 
make an order under this Section for the 
purpose of meeting the case.” 


Bill. 
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| That was not in any way inconsistent 
'with the absolute control of the local 
education authority over secular instruc- 
tion. Thetwo matters had no connection 
whatever. 


| Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he would 
not press his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 


said he| 


Str EDWARD STRACHEY said he 
wished to move, as an Amendment, to 
leave out of line 5, after the word “ Act,” 
the words ‘or insufficient, or inapplic- 
able.” He thought these words were 
unnecessary, although they might have 
some secret meaning to the Parliamen- 
tary Secretary to the Board of Edu- 
cation. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said that the 
obvious meaning of “insufficient” was 
to be found in the provisions of Clause 7, 
which stated that— 

‘* All public elementary schools not provided 
by the local education authority shall, in place of 
the existing managers have a body of managers 
consisting of a number of foundation managers, 
not exceeding four, appointed as provided by 
this Act.” 


And— 

‘‘ Where the local education authority are 

the Council of a borough or urban district they 
may, if they think fit, appoint for any school 
provided by them such number of managers as 
they may determine.” 
He really thought that the meaning of 
theword “insufficient ” was soobvious that 
it would hardly be complimentary to the 
intelligence of the House if he were to 
say another word. 


Str EDWARD STRACHEY begged 


leave to withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. CHANNING moved as an 
Amendment— 


| ‘In line 5, after the word ‘ insufficient,’ 
| insert ‘to secure a reasonable representation of 
the lay members of the denomination.’ ” 


The First Lord had said that he did 
not consider it desirable that the four 
denominational managers should _ be 


‘clerical managers, and the effect of the 
Amendment was to keep that point 
‘within the purview of the Board, of 
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Education and to enable the Board to 
include adequate representation of the 
laity in their Order. 


*Sm WILLIAM ANSON said that the 
answer to the hon. Gentleman had been 
given in the reply to the mover of the 
last Amendment. The word “ insufli- 
cient’ was not used in regard to lay- 
men’s representation, but of the number 
of managers. Supposing the trust deed 
only provided for two managers, it would 
be unsatisfactory if the Board of Kduca- 
tion were unable to raise the number 
to four, even if one, or both, had to 
to be clergymen. 2 


*Mr. CHANNING begged leave to 
withdraw his Amendment 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that there 
was no provision in Clause 8 which 
provided that the repairs, alterations, 
and improvements of the school-houses 
should be made by voluntary contribu- 
tions, and he wished to move an 
Amendment by which such provision 
out of voluntary subscriptions should 
not be excluded. 

*THeE CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
it is in order. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE moved to add 
at the end of the first sub-Section the 
words : — 

‘Provided that in no case shall there be 
more than one priest, clerk in holy orders, or 
minister of religion appointed as foundation 
manager on the committee of management of | 
any school.” : 
He said he would be able to establish | 
the fact that it would be quite pos- | 
sible under this Bill to have four clergy- 
men as the foundation managers, and 
in such a case the Board of Educa- 
tion would not say the trust deed 
was insufficient or inapplicable. At the 
present time there were cases in which | 
the only managers of denominational | 
schools were the ministers of the de-| 
nomination —indeed, he was not sure | 
that that was not the case in the| 
majority of the schools, and, at any | 
rate, it was clear that a clergyman who | 
Was anxious to get complete control of | 
aschool could so manipulate the trust | 
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deed as to appoint his own colleagues, 


to the absolute exclusion of tne laity. 
Such a state of things was unsatis 
factory. It was not desirable that 
there should be a largely preponderating 
clerical voice in the management of 
these schools. The system he advocated 
was in existence in Wales; the result 
had been satisfactory, and no denomi- 
nation could complain that the power 
of the education authority in Wales was 
being used for sectarian purposes. A 
clergyman would be put on the board 
of management as a professional expert, 
not as a citizen, and would naturally 
tuke a professional view of most things. 
In the interests of their Bill, the 
Government should take steps to 
prevent the majority of the board of 
management from being composed of 
clergymen. The Secretary of the 
Board of Education would probably tell 
them he did not believe such a thing 
would happen. But was it not desirable 
to put in some safeguard to prevent the 
possibility of its happening? The natural 
tendency would be to give a preference 
to the clergyman when selecting the 
managers, and he thought the Govern- 
ment would be well advised in intro- 
ducing some safeguard against the whole 
of the managers being clerks in holy 
orders. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In line 8, at the end of sub-Section (1), to 
insert the words, ‘ Provided that in no case 
shall there be more than one priest, clerk in 
holy orders, or minister of religion, appointed 
as a foundation manager on the committee of 
management of any school.’”—(Mr. Lloyd- 
George.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*(10.30.) Sm WILLIAM ANSON said 
that while throughout these debates 
he had earnestly desired to maintain 
the denominational religious teaching of 
voluntary schools, he had never shown 
or expressed in any way any desire to 
perpetuate clerical control. Neverthe- 
less, he was not prepared to accept a 
clerical disqualification. He was tully 
prepared to admit that occasions might 
arise when there might be an unfair 
preponderance of clergymen on these 
bodies, but he was also equally certain 
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that in some sparsely: populated districts 
in rural England it might be very 
difficult to make up their body of four 
foundation managers without admitting 
two clergymen. He was not prepared 
to accept a professional disqualification 
(and it was nothing more nor less than 
that) for places as foundation managers, 
and on that ground, as well as on the 
ground of the balance of convenience, 
which was, he thought, against the 
hon. Gentleman's proposal, the Govern- 
ment could not accept the Amendment. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said the hon. | 


Baronet had admitted the possibility of 
an unfair preponderance of the clerical 
element, but at the same time he ob- 
jected to the imposition of any disqualifi- 
cation. Might he point out that at the 
present time the trust deeds imposed a 
disqualification upon the laity. If that 
disqualification was imposed on the laity, 
there should be, not a disqualification but 
a limitation, on the other side, of the 
number of clergy upon the governing 
body of the school. The Government 
were agreed that it was unfair that boards 
of managers should be constituted unduly 
of the clerical element, and he ventured 
to urge on the Committee that his hon. 
friend’s Amendment pointed to an easy 
solution of the difficulty. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said there 
was no doubt some difficulty in finding a 
satisfactory form of words to limit the 


clerical element, but he thought the ad- | 


mission of the Parliamentary Secretary 
to the Board of Education 


ance of the clerical element on 
bodies made it incumbent on the Govern- 
ment to provide that such an abuse as 
that should not occur. It was to be 


regretted that the Government had not | 


suggested 
might obtain a majority of laymen on 
these bodies. In these circumstances, 
though he admitted that the words of his 
hon. friend were, in a sense, an undue 
limitation, he should certainly support the 
Amendment. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL said _ it 
appeared to him that the lay subscribers 
might be trusted to take care of themselves. 
Speaking for the great Northern counties, | 
he was absolutely sure that clerical | 


Sir William Anson, 


that there | 
might be cases of an undue preponder- | 
these | 


some means whereby they | 
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| supremacy was impossible, and he de- 
precated in the strongest possible manner 
the imposition of the suggested disqualifi- 
cation. He was very much surprised at 
some of the observations which had fallen 
from hon. Members opposite. They 
appeared to have nv confidence in public 
bodies unless they felt certain them- 
selves to have a majority on them. 


Mr. EMMOTT said the hon. Baronet 
the Member for Wigan had stated that 
those who were on the Opposition side of 
the House only showed confidence in the 
people who were of their own opinion. 
That was an unworthy and unjustifiable 
charge. The whole object of the dis- 
cussion on the Bill was that public bodies 
in this country should be trusted in regard 
to these matters irrespective of what 
their political opinions might be. He 
challenged hon. Members opposite to 
controvert that statement. This Bill was 
putting upon public bodi:s already over- 
burdened further duties. The Secretary 
to the Board of Education spoke of large 
localities where the number of members 
might be increased, but in that case they 
(the Opposition) would not object to the 
clerical element being pro tanto enlarged. 
He thought the hon. Baronet and the 
First Lord of the Treasury had no desire 
that this should be a clerical control Bill, 
but the hon. Baronet said the effect of 
the Amendment would constitute a dis- 
qualification of ministers. But he would 
point out that the Amendments from the 
Opposition side had been addressed to 
questions which were calculated to make 
the Bill work better. They thought 
there must be on these bodies a_pre- 
ponderance, or, at any rate, a very large 
lay element. Reference had been made 
to subscribers, but where were the sub- 
scribers going to be under the Billi, and 
what were they going to subscribe! 
| There was a further matter he had been 


| trying all the evening to find out, who 
were to be the other foundation managers 
besides the ministers, and for the life of 
him he could not make out. They were 
| tearing up practically the great majority 
of the trust deeds so far as the appoint- 


/ment of managers was concerned, and as 


they were dealing with the case of grouped 
schools, it was quite possible on the 
management of these schools they might 
have a preponderating clerical element. 
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That was a thing which should be guarded 
against, because if it did happen it would 
be bad for the working of the Bill. 


Education 


*Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcester- 
shire, N.) said that, considering the very 
limited electorate which was evidently 
going to represent the subscribers, he 
thought it was desirable, in the interests 
of public confidence, that some indication 
should be given as to the constitu- 


tion of the four denominational 
managers. His hon. friend said he did 
not like disqualification. Would it 


not be less objectionable to state the 
minimum number of lay members to be 
on the body. Personally, he agreed that 
it was rather too strict to limit the 
clerical representation to one. There 
might be two vicars in adjoining parishes 
who ought to be on the body. 


*Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said his pro- 


posal was one clergyman for each school. 


*Mr. J. W WILSON said he thought 
it would be more likely to meet the 
general view, if, instead of limiting the 
clergymen to two, it was proposed that 
there should be two laymen on the body. 
There was nothing to fear from that. 
One of the two clerical members would 
have a casting vote; and, he thought, it 
would tend to establish that confidence 
which they all desired when the Bill was 
passed, whatever they might now say or 
tear—and he hoped the Bill would work 
smoother than some of them feared—if 
two laymen were on the board of 
management. He was not speaking 
entirely from theory in the matter. He 
had seen one of the best schools in a large 
town in his own constituency materially 
damaged by a trust deed being brought 
out in an emergency, and the vicar bring- 
ing down both his curates to out-vote the 
remaining member of the committee. 
The result was that the secretary, who 
had done most efficient work, and also 
another member were lost to the school, 


and the school had scarcely recovered | 


yet. It was an ill-judged thing for the 
vicar to have done, yet it was possible, 
and he did it. It was for that reason 
that he wished to have two lay members 
on the Committee. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Wigan 
pleaded for a free choice being given. 


{19 NovEmpBeEr 1902} 


Bill. 1454 


He should not be indisposed to give a 
free choice as regarded a body elected by 
anything like a wide constituency ; but 
the elective element for the bodies 
they were now considering might practi- 
cally be only one person. It was quite 
possible that the new trust deeds 
might be framed in such a way that no 
one but ministers of religicn should be 
elected managers. The Board of Edu- 
cation would have no power of controlling 
that at all. They knew how active the 
clerical element could be; and he 
thought some such Amendment as that 
of his hon. friend was very desirable. 
They did not desireto put any disqualifi- 
cation on ministers of religion at all. 
All the Amendment proposed was that 
there should be only one minister of 
religion out of four. There might be a 
board on which the vicar and his two 
churchwardens took the clerical view, the 
other three members taking the 
other view, and, in that event, the 
vicar’s presence meant a second vote. 
It should be remembered that they had 
already provided for the denominational 
character of the teaching in the schools ; 
and whether the managers were laymen 
or clerical men, there would be no 
question as to their controlling religious 
teaching. But the infusion of the lay 
element would be most salutary and 
necessary, as it was well known that 
clergymen of all denominations were 
not the best business men. That was 
conceded by every one. Having protected 
denominational teaching in the schools, 
they ought to consider who were the 
best people to manage the schools. The 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
said that the Amendment would put a 
disqualification on clergymen; but 
clergymen were already disqualified 
from sitting in this House, simply and 
solely because they were not men of 
business. However inefficient the House 
of Commons now was, it would be still 
more inefficient if a clerical element 
were introduced into it. He found 
further, that under an Act of Parlia- 
ment clergymen were not allowed to 
farm more than eighty acres, which 
again showed that they were not good 
/ business men. He was not a farmer 
‘himself, but he was told that even very 
| good business men could not always 
| make farming pay, and he was quite 





1455 Education 


sure that clergymen could not make it 
pay. In 1835 the wisdom of their fore- 
fathers said that no minister of religion 
should be allowed to sit on a Town 
Council, which, of course, meant that 
they were not fit to manage the affairs 
ofa town. [An Hon. MemBer: What 
about County Councils?] Clergymen 
were admitted to County Councils when 
the Conservatives came into power ; but 
he thought he had shown that their 
forefathers considered that the parson 
was not a fit and proper person for 
business, although the noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich might advance 
countervailing arguments to show that 
Parliament had ordained differently. 
His hon. friend’s Amendment was a very 
fair one, because it dealt with all clergy- 
men alike, and if accepted, it would go to 
the root of the matter, because it would 
not only deal with the Anglican Church 
and the Roman Catholic Chureh, but 
with all other ministers of religion. The 
Amendment dealt with all denominations 
alike, and its object was to have the 
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management of the schools in the hands 
of business men. 


CoLOoNEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) said that he wished to 
remind the hon. Gentleman that he and 
his party had objected to the destruction 
of School Boards; and yet, on School 
Boards, there were large numbers of 
ministers of religion. Therefore, the 
argument about clergymen was double- 
edged, and could be turned with effect 
against hon. Gentlemen opposite. He 
also wished to point out that there 
might be clergymen who were not con- 
nected with any staff or Church in a 
district, but were owners of property, 
and proper persons to be on these bodies. 
They would be excluded under thie 
Amendment. 


(11.0.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 88 ; 
Noes, 194. (Division List, No. 559.) 





Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) | 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinsun 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Canston, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Fenwick, Ch-rles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Pllis J 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Agg-Gardner, James 'l'ynte 
Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 


| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


| Lambert, George 
| Langley, Batty 


| Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
| Lewis, John Herbert 


| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 


AYES. 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester F 


Hayne,] Rt. Hon. Charles Seale-'| 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, Sir Willian Henry; 
Horniman, Frederick John 

Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kitson, Sir James 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J.% 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Kenra, Reginald 


Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley. Arthur 

tickett, J. Compton 





NOES. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 


Rige, Richard ‘ 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


| Runciman, Walter 


Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, RtHnC. R.(Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radeclitie) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthy: 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Gla-gow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. ) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Lloyd-George and 
Mr. Samuei Evans. 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
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Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Jolin 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E, 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 





| 
} 
| 


Long, RtHn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
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Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomsun 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
tolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
found, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B(Isle of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb,Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
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Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, RtHn. Robt. William 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. ) 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp. George 
Kenyon, Hon Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H(Hants.,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legee, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham | 








Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Lytteiton, Hon. Alfred | Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Dyke,Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart | Maedona, John Cumming 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) | Tully, Jasper 


Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | M’Killop,James (Stirlingshire) | Valentia, Viscount 


Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane'r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fineh, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(City of Lond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’r H’ml’ts 
Gore, HnG. R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Greene,SirE W(B’ryS.Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 





Majendie, James A. H. | Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Malcolm, Ian | Walker, Col. William Hall 
Miiner, Rt. Hn.SirFrederickG. | Walrond,Rt,Hn.SirWilliamH, 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) | Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants.) | Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) | Whiteley, H(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Morgan, DavidJ(W’lthamstow | Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Morrell, George Herbert | Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Murray, RtHn A.Grahvun(Bute | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) | Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks 
Myers, William Henry Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuait- 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Nicholson, William Graham Wylie, Alexander 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) Younger, William 

Parkes, Sir Gilbert 
Parker, Ebenezer TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n | Sir Alexander Acland- 





Gretton, John 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE moved an 
Amendment, the object of which was to 
secure that the local authority should 
have the same power to apply for an 
order under the Clause as was given 
therein to the trustees or managers. He 


urged that it was of the very first | 


importance that the local authority 


Pemberton, John 8. G. 


Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


should have such power. They ought 
not to have to wait three months to 
see that the management was on a 
businesslike footing. What was to 
happen to the school while the local 
authority were waiting to see whether 
the managers or trustees would make 


an application * 
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Amendment proposed— | 


‘*In line 9, after the word ‘of,’ to insert the | 
words ‘the local education authority or.’”— | 
(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.”’ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the only 
result of allowing these competing 
schemes—— 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE, interposing, 
said there was no question of competing 
schemes. It was simply a question of an 
application for a plan. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR said that in his 
opinion it was certainly intended that the 
trustees or managers should be allowed 
to send up plans for consideration. 
He did not fimagine that the initiative 
in constructing plans should rest with 
the Board of Education. There might 
be—though he hoped not—some little 


friction in the initiation of the new ' 


system, but he did not believe it would 
be mitigated or shortened by the Amend- 
ment. He thought it ought to be left 
to the trustees of the school to initiate 
any suggestion as to the form which the 
new management should take. 


Mr. BRYCE said he did not see in 
sub-Section 1 of the Clause any provision 
directing managers or trustees to send 
up a scheme, though there was nothing 
to prevent this being done. If the 
intention was as the First Lord had 
suggested, words to that effect ought to 
be inserted. Under the Clause as it stood 
there was nothing to give the local 
authority a locus stundi ; they would not 
necessarily know what was passing or 
have an opportunity of interposing if 
they thought fit. One advantage of the 
Amendment was that it clearly implied 
that the local authority might make 
direct representations to the Board of | 
Education when they found it desirable 
to do so. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL pointed out 
that if no applications were made| 
within three months the local authority | 
might move in the matter. The whole 
object of the Clause was to give the, 
trustees and managers an opportunity | 
of applying, and it was only fair that | 
the privilege should be given them. | 
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Sir JOHN BRUNNER said the Act 
was to come into operation on March 26th 


next. If the local authority were to wait 
| three months after the passing of the Act 
before taking any steps, he was afraid it 
_would be very difficult to get the Act 


into operation by that date. That was a 
for allowing the education 
authority to approach the Board of 
Education with a plan. He hoped the 


| right hon. Gentleman would at any rate 


favourably consider an Amendment 
with the object of facilitating the getting 
of the Bill into operation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR pointed out that 
the existing provision on this subject 
was that the Act should come into 
operation on an appointed day. The 
appointed day was March 26th, 1903, or 
such other day, not being more than 
twelve months later, as the Board of 
Education might appoint, and different 
days might be appointed for different 
purposes and different provisions of the 
Act for’ different locai authorities. 
There was, therefore, a great deal 
of elasticity under the arrangement 
at present proposed. He would 
remind the hon. Member that, owing 
to the delay which had taken place 
in the date at which the Bill would be 
passed, the Government had proposed as 
an Amendment a few days ago that the 
year should be extended to a longer 
period—eighteen months, he thought— 
but that, owing to circumstances which 
the Committee would remember, they did 
not move that Amendment. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER was glad to 
hear that the right hon. Gentleman still 
considered the advisability of postponing 
the date at which the Act should come 
into force, but he hoped March 31, 1903, 
would not be left in the Bill, as it was an 
absurdly early date. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY did not 
read the Clause as providing that schemes 
or plans should be submitted to the Board 
of Education; it simply provided that 
where the trust deeds were faulty, in- 
applicable, or inconsistent with the 
provisions of the Act, the Board of 
Education should make an Order, but, 
that such Order should be made only on 
the application of the managers or trustees 
for a period of three months. The 
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function of the Board was to have regard 
tothe principles on which the education had 
been carried on in the past, and not to 
consider any scheme or plan. The local 
education authority ought certainly to be 
put on a par with the managers or trustees 
in the matter. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that the 
important thing was that, whether the 
application was made by the trustees or 
the managers or the education authority, 
notice should be given to everybody else 
concerned. As, according to the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Cam- 
bridge University, these Orders were to 
be made once for ever, it was only fair 
that everybody interested who would be 
bound by the orders should, before the 
orders were made, have due notice of the 
application by whomsoever it was made. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the real issue 


was whether a school should be left for | 


three months without managers. He 
thought it would not be at all detri- 
mental to the working of the Clause, as 
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work to do, and there was no reason 
they should have thrown upon them 
additional work, which the trustees or 
the managers would be well qualified to 
do, and which the local authority would 
not be specially qualified to do. There 
was No premium on delay in this case ; 
the managers would lose, instead of gain, 
by not finding a scheme; for, until they 
did so, they would not get a shilling of 
the rates. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: What about 


the school in the meantime;! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the school, 
in the meantime, would go on as at 
present. He hoped the Comm ttee 
/ would not drag in the local authority to 
‘do this work for other people until 
| those other people had shown themselves 
incompetent to do it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the right 
| hon. Gentleman had misinterpreted his 
‘own Bill, as the rates would be paid to 
the persons who for the time being were 





| 
| 
| 
| 





no schemes were involved, if the local | prima facie the managers and until some 
authority were given the same right of | one went to the Board of Education, and 
immediate application as was to be con- | showed that they were not the managers. 
ferred on the trustees and managers. | What they wanted was that some one 
'would have the right to approach the 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said there was | Board of Education. It was absurd to 
an enormous variety of trust deeds, and | suppose that the existing managers 
a quite unnecessary additional load of | should show “to the satisfaction ” of the 
work would be thrown on the local| Board that they were not proper 
education authority if they were given | managers. 
the task of examining the deeds of every | 
voluntary school in their district, with a | 
view of framing a scheme in conformity | 
with those deeds. The local authority | 
would have a great amount of other | Noes, 183. 


(11.34.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 70; 
(Division List No. 560.) 


AYES 


Allen, Charles P(Glouc. (Stroud ; Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Leng, Sir John 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Fuller, J. M. F. | Levy, Maurice 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh | Gladstone,Rt Hn. HerbertJohn | Lewis, John Herbert 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Goddard, Daniel Ford Lough, Thomas 

sryce, Rt. Hon. James | Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Caldwell, James Griffith, Ellis J. | Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Cameron, Robert Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton | Markham, Arthur Basil 
Causton, Richard Knight Harmsworth, R. Leicester | Norman, Henry 

Channing, Francis Allston Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Paulton, James Mellor 

Craig, Robert Hunter Helme, Norval Watson | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Cremer, William Randal Holland, Sir William Henry | Philipps, John Wynford 
Dalziel, James Henry Horniman, Frederick John | Price, Robert John 

Davies, Aifred (Carmarthen) Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | Priestley, Arthur 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. Kearley, Hudson E. | Rickett, J. Compton 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Lambert, George | Rigg, Richard 

Duncan, J. Hastings | Layland-Barratt, Francis | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Edwards, Frank Leigh, Sir Joseph Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
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Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radeliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christech. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. } 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, HnA.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (Su. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 














Gordon,Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
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Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
homas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


NOES. 


Gore, HnG. R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby- (Line. 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir EW(B’ryS. Edm’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Hope, J.F.(Shetftield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (¢ slasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Ari hur H( Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hon. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Milner,Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. ) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
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Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Mr. Lioyd-George and 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Dr. Macnamara. 


Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlingt’n 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, Join S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rateliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ritchie, Rt Hon. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 5. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Maj.J E. B-([sleof Wight 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford,East) 
Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G (Oxf’d Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam H. 


| Warde, Colonel C. E. 
| Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Tannt’n 


Whiteley,H (Ashton-und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W (Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 
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Clause amended by inserting after the | 


word “existing,” in line 9, the word 
“ owners.”—(Mr, Laurence Hardy.) 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he wished 
to move an Amendment to add, at the 
end of line 15, the words ‘‘ Before such 
Order is made, reasonable notice thereof, 
with a copy of the draft Order, shall be 
given by the Board of Education to the 
local education authority.” Who was 
to show, to the satisfaction of the 
Board of Education, that the pro- 
visions of the trust deeds as to the 
appointment of managers were  in- 
consistent with the provisions of the 
Act ? Trustees would not take upon 
themselves a responsibility of that kind. 
In reply to the previous Amendment 
the First Lord of the Treasury said it 
was not fair to allow this additional 
burden to be placed upon the shoulders 
ofthelocaleducationauthority—meaning, 
of course, the burden of making a new 
plan. He did not think there would 
be this difficulty, because the local 
authorities would have very experienc d 
officers to deal with questions of this 
kind. In relation to this particular 
question there could be no burden upon 
the local education authority. All they 
wanted was that a draft order should be 
sent to the local education authority 
within a reasonable time of its being 
made. Surely they were entitled, under 
the circumstances, to see a copy of the 
plan. Their local knowledge would 
supplement that of the trustees, and 
they would be able to show where the 
plan was incompatible with the general 
plan of the county. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would make this 
small concession. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘<In line 15, at the end, to insert the words, 
‘before such Order is made, reasonable notice 
thereof, with a ‘copy of the draft Order, shall 
be given by the Board of Education to the 
local education authority.’”—(Mr. Herbert 
Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words | 


be there inserted.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE urged the 
Government to accept this Amendment. 
It was a reasonable proposal, and it was 
in accordance with the usual practice 
that all parties should have notice. 
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Sm ROBERT FINLAY: I think the 
| provision made by this Amendment is 
|/not an unreasonable one, but at the 
| same time I think that due notice should 
also be given to any other parties 
interested. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he was 
quite willing to amend his Amendment 
by adding the words “ and to existing 
owners, trustees, managers, and other 
persons who may appear to the Board 
of Education to be interested.” 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Mr. BRYCE said he desired to have 
some information in regard to the order 
of business tomorrow. He wished to 
know where the new Clauses would 
come in. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: I think that to- 
morrow my duty will be to continue 
with the Government Clauses, and when 
they are completed to go on with 
the Clauses standing in the name of 
private Members until the hour of 
eleven o’clock is reached. If before 
that hour all the new Clauses are 
disposed of we shall then proceed with 
the schedules. If at eleven o’clock 
there ‘still remain some Clauses stand- 
ing in the name of private Members 
discussion will cease and the schedules 
will be taken. 


Mr. BRYCE asked the Prime Minister 
whether in these circumstances he con- 
templated taking the whole of the 
schedules under the Closure Rule without 

_any discussion. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS quoted from 
the Closure Resolution proposed by the 
Prime Minister, and said that the effect 
of the present arrangement would be 
that they might not have an oppor- 
tunity of discussing the Government 
Schedules at all. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: What the hon. 
Member has just quoted applies to what 
is to be done before eleven o’clock is 
reached. At eleven o'clock the parti- 
cular paragraph which the hon. Mem- 
ber has quoted comes into force. 








1467 Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 








the House. 1468 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I had sup-! millions which was voted for the Boers 


posed that the discussion would be on 
Government Clauses and the Schedules, 
and that only when these were disposed 
of the Clauses of private Members would 
have been taken, but, of course, it is not 
for me to interpret the Rule. 


*Mr. CHANNING asked if ‘the First 
Lord of the Treasury could see his way 
to meeting the wishes of the House by 
moving to report Progress at half-past- 
seven on the Clauses, with a view to 
putting down the schedules for the 
evening sitting. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
that is impossible. 


Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) asked if 
the new Clauses standing in the name of 
private Members would be put in the 
order in which they appeared on the 
Paper, or would they be taken after the 
schedules. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: They will be 
taken in the order as they appear on 
the Paper. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again Tomorrow. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) (No. 2) BILL. 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read the third 


” 


time. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen | 


soroughs) said he had just a word to 
say upon this Bill. He supported the 
Second Reading of this measure, but 
since then he had received reliable in- 


telligence to the effect that the three | 


‘as free grants 


being wasted. 
Money had been given to _ Boer 
farmers some weeks ago, and he 
was informed that they were now 
actually in a worse condition than they 
were before. Cattle had been given to 
them which were diseased, and in 
consequence many of them had died. 
He had also been assured by the same 
authority that nothing had been done to 
rebuild the many farm-houses which had 
been burned duringthe war, and alto- 
gether he was told that not only was 
the money being wasted, but the Boers 
were being pauperised. He wished to 
ask whether the Colonial Secretary felt 
satisfied that the free grant of three mil- 
lions was being administered for the 
benefit of the Boers in the best possible 
way, and he also wanted to know, if the 
right hon. Gentleman was not satisfied, 
whether he was going to take »”v action 
in the matter. 


was 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcuir, Croydon): It 
is impossible to say how the money is 
being spent now. It is being spent 
under the superintendence of Lord 
Milner, and the House may rest assured 
that the money is being expended in the 
best possible way for the benefit of the 
Boer population. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time and passed. 
Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuanceof the Order 


of the House of the 16th October last, 
adjourned the House without Question 


| put. 


Adjourned at three minutes 


after Twelve o’clock. 
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PUBLIC” BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME CXIV. 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. “{H.L.]” following title indi- 


cates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 





(A.) House or Lorps. 








Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 





*Patents Law Amendment — Read 2" 17th Nov. (1099) 





(B.) HovusE oF Commons. 





Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
*Bankers (Ireland) Act Wr. Wyndham Second Reading (adjourned) 
Repeal 4th Novy. (127) 


Read 2° 5th Novy. (254) 
Committee 12th Nov. (856) 


*Consolidated Fund (Ap- J/r. Ritchie Read 1° 6th Noy. (349) 
propriation) (No. 2) | Read 2° 10th Noy. (575) 
Committee Report 12th Nov. 
(851) 
Read 3° and passed 19th Nov. 
(1468) 
*Education (England and Mr. A. J. Balfour Committee 4th Noy. (15) (79) 
Wales) Committee 5th Noy. (151) 
Committee 6th Noy. (277), 
(549) 


Committee 7th Nov. (386) 
Procedure Debate 11th Novy, 
(607), (676) 
Committee 12th Nov. (761), 
(815) 
Committee 13th Noy. (883), 
| (943) 
Committee 14th Nov. (1030) 
Committee 17th Nov. (1144), 





(1187) 
Committee 18th Novy. (1243), 

(1307) 
Committee 19th Nov, (1367) 

| (1433) 

*Electric Lighting Act | Mr. A. Graham Murray | Read 1° 12th Nov. (760) 
Amendment = (Scot- | Read 2’ 1&th Nov. (1344) 
land) | 

| 
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Title of Bill. 


*Expiring Law Continu- 


ance 

*Food and Drug Act 
Amendment 

Local Government Act 


(1888) Amendment 
(London) (No. 2) 


* Militia and Yeomanry 


*Osborne Estate 


*Supreme Court of Judica- 
ture [H.L.j 


House oF ComMons—continued 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Brought in by 


Austen Chamberlain 


Hanbury 


Herbert Robertson 


Brodrick 


Ritchie 


ir. Robt. Finlay 





Progress. 


Committee Report 6th Nov. 
(379) 


sill withdrawn 10th Nov.(584) 


Bill withdrawn 18th Nov. 


(1242) 


Second Reading (adjourned) 
10th Nov. (578) 


Second Reading (adjourned) 
10th Nov. (583) 


Read 2° 5th November (252) 

Committee 6th Nov. (380) 

Report 7th Nov. (448) 

Read 3’ and passed 14th Nov. 
(1096) 
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Nov , ; - p 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
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ned) [Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. ] 
ned) Date from which | Period i 
41, 7 : eriod to lie upon 
Title of Paper. the Period runs. the Table. 
252) aa 
0) Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks Acts,—Copy of 5 November 40 days 
, Rule amending Rule 7 of the Register of Patent 
‘ Agents Rules, 1889 [46 and 47 Vie., ce. 57, s. 101 (5)] 
| Nov 
Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of Additional 14 November | 40 days 
Rule varying the Rules and Programme of Examina- 
tions for 1903 [41 and 42 Vie., e. 66, s. 6.] 
Universities (Scotland) Act, 1899 (Ordinance),—Copy of 18 November | 12 weeks 
University Court Ordinance No. VI. (Glasgow, No. 
2) Regulations for Degrees in Science in Public 
Health [52 and 53 Vic., c. 55, s. 20.] 
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